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PROCEEDINGS 
THIRTIETH ANNUAL CONVENTION OF THE 
FLORIDA STATE BAR ASSOCIATION 


Miami Biltmore - MORNING SESSION - April 2, 1937 


President Twyman: Ladies and Gentlemen, the 30th annual convention of the 
Florida State Bar Association will come to order. As those of you who were here 
yesterday know, we have already been receiving and enjoying the pleasures of Coral 
Gables, however, that is somewhat premature in that we have not officially received 
them. I am told that we are now to be officially received, and therefore it is my pleasure 
to present to you in the absence of the Mayor of Coral Gables, the Vice Mayor—the 
Honorable Paul D. MeGarry. 


WELCOME ADDRESSES BY MR. McGARRY AND MR. HUNT 


Mr. McGarry: Mr. President, ladies and gentlemen, Justices of the Supreme Court 
and members of the Judiciary, honored guests and members of the Florida Bar Associa- 
tion: I am pineh-hitting here today for Mayor Roscoe Brunstetter, Mayor of Coral 
Gables, who could not be here today because of a tragic event that happened. The 
mother of his law partner, Mrs. W. F. Walker, was stricken by heart failure two days 
ago, and this said event prevents the Mayor from being here today to welcome you. 
Roseoe has a real ability for making guests welcome in Coral Gables, and I am sure 
that it is your loss that he cannot be here today. I have known so many of you for 
more than 20 years, that I will not burden you with any address of welcome. I merely 
want to say on behalf of the city that it is a genuine pleasure and we appreciate the 
fact that the 30th convention of our association should convene here. We are grateful 
to the Miami delegation who obtained the convention for this part of the State and 
their kindness and courtesy in having the forum of our convention here. We want you 
to be happy; we want you to enjoy the facilities of the town, and if we had keys I 
would give them to you, but our town is virtually without keys; it is open house, ladies 
and gentlemen—the town is yours. 


We hope that after the serious business of the convention has been attended to, 
that most of you, if not all of you, will find some way to spend some additional time 
with us, and go around this town and see the facilities we have and to determine for 
yourself what we are trying to do in the way of building up an ideal residential home 
community. I want to offer to you in behalf of the city all of! our facilities and all of 
the courtesy the city has at its disposal, and again I want to thank you for being here, 
and to assure you of the warm welcome that we have for you, ahd ask that you avail 
yourselves of all of the municipal facilities we have. We feel that we have been very 
fortunate in having the cooperation of this hotel and its property in assisting us in 
making this convention a success. 


President Twyman: Mr. Mayor, we acknowledge your courtesy to all of us, and 
we also acknowledge receipt in advance of many of the pleasures to which you referred. 
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We are now to be greeted by the Presidnt of the Dade County Bar Association, our 
host at this convention. It is my pleasure, therefore, to present to you the Honorable 
Richard H. Hunt, president of the Dade County Bar Association. 


Mr. Hunt: Mr. President, Honored guests and members of the Florida State Bar 
Association: I know of no higher authority for the statement that the town is wide, 
open, than the statement of the vice Mayor himself. He has told you that the town 
is wide open, and I am sure my friend, Paul McGarry, means what he says. You will 
be pleased to know that this particular address of welcome is intended to consume all 
of two minutes. If I have gained any knowledge from my experience in, past conven- 
tions of the State Bar Association, among other things I have learned that} the lawyers 
are sufficiently intelligent to assume their welcome in advance of outbursts of oratory 
advising them so. The florists have a way of “saying it with flowers.’ It is my hope 
and the hope of the members of the Dade County Bar Association, that when you look 
about and find the facilities that have been prepared and put together and are being 
offered for your entertainment and your pleasure by the Dade County Bar Association, 
that you will beeome more thoroughly impressed with the deep weleome which we now 
extend to you than any words of mine would present. The business of this convention is 
far too important to be unduly extended by addresses of welcome. The lawyers of this 
state are faced with many problems, some of which were discussed before the delegates, 
on yesterday, and Mr. President, in all sincerity, I wish to say: to you and the honored 
guests that we have on this oceasion, that it has indeed been a{ pleasure to prepare for 
- your comfort, and it will be our continued pleasure to share in your happiness and in 
your joy throughout these conventions. The things you do not find ask for them; you 
are welcome to them in the name of the Dade County Bar Association. The place is 
yours. I thank you. 


President Twyman: Mr. President and Mr. Mayor, it seems fitting that we have 
with us on this occasion to acknowledge your greetings a representative not only of 
the State Bar Association and a member thereof, but also an official of the State of 
Florida. It is my pleasure to present the Honorable Cary D. Landis, Attorney General 
of the State of Florida. 


RESPONSE BY MR. LANDIS 


Mr. Landis: Mr. Chairman, members representing the two great cities, fellow 
members of the bar and ladies and gentlemen: On behalf of the bar of the State 
I am indeed glad to advise you that we are now given the information that the city is 
wide open, and I promise not to carry that back to Governor Cone. I have had the 
privilege once before of attending a convention in this fine city and building, and 
I am sorry that our friend Brunstetter cannot be here; he is a fine fellow, and he 
has the ability of not only making you believe that the city is wide open but actually 
does throw it wide open, and I know my good friend Paul MeGarry has the same 
ability and that he meant just what he said. With reference to the city of Miami 
welcoming us and giving us the city, that is fine, and it is a great treat for we lawyers to 
get down here and enjoy privileges of a hotel that ordinarily would cost you a hundred 
dollars a day. 


The lawyers and the judges of this country feel that we have a system of juris- 
prudence that is the finest in the world. For many centuries we have endeavored 
to build up a system of jurisprudence, a system of courts and a system of trained 
lawyers whereby we offer to the business and social world and the economic world 
a method of settling their disputes, a method of determining the issues involved 
and applying the rules of human conduct to them and settling them in a way which 
we think is ideal. That we have accomplished a system by which we in our courts 
take charge of a man’s troubles and reach a definite clear cut and well defined issue, 
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I think there is no doubt, but I want to call your attention to something which 
has embarrassed me very much in the Attorney General’s Office, and especially within 
the last two or three years. 


In the last two or three years the Attorney General’s office has handled 1533 
state law suits, more than twice as many as ever went through that office in the 
history of Florida. We have handled twice or three times that many matters before 
boards and commissions and other people authorized under the law to hold hearings. 
Now the businiess world, my friends, is riding on the airplane; it is an airplane age, 
and I think business, in order to meet competition, is riding in that fast age, and 
riding as if on an airplane. I have reached the conclusion, that the business world wants 
their disputes settled and they want them settled right now. The average business man 
is not willing to have his dispute turned over to a lawyer and in working out his case 
‘arefully to a clear cut definite issue will take nine months to two years to 
get it defined, and when defined get in the Court and meet the usual delays, or the 
delays that can be made by the energetic lawyer, and wait enother two years to get 
a decision. The business man today, in this fast age, would much rather have his 
dispute thrown in the jap of somebody who will say yes or no and get rid of it, 
so he can go on about his business. Now I cannot help but believe that that is true. 


There has been considerable correspondence with my office by lawyers throughout 
the State to the effect that there was much unlicensed practice of law, that it, what 
in effect might be the practice of law by men who are not lawyers, by men who 
zre not concerned with the safeguards, educational traming and the oath of office 
and so forth. Of course I know those objections are not made with the view of 
corraling all of the business in the hands of the lawyers, but with the thought of 
aiding and assisting the business world in getting their disputes settled in an orderly 
manner, in a better manner and brought to a definite conelusion in accordance with 
justice, 


We are giving much time in this meeting and in other meetings of the bar to 
the question of whether or not men are properly qualified to be admitted. Some 
people are annoyed to see that we are doing this, saying that we want to make a 
monopoly of the bar. I don’t think that is true. I think we are doing it to try to 
protect the public and give them better service and better benefit to the bar, but 
regardless of our undertaking to codify the laws, I think there is something funda- 
mental under it all, and I am afraid that the system which we have is more or less in 
the ox cart age. I do not mean that it is not doing good service, but I mean that it 
is treated by the business world as being more or less in the ox cart age, and therefore 
there is a demand, and it is being carried out not only by the legislature of this 
State but by the congress of the United States, whereby these disputes in the business 
world are referred to various boards. We have in our own State a few examples: 
we have the Florida Industrial Commission which has probably handled 1200 cases 
this year with issues of faet involved, and these things are thrown into the lap 
of that Commission regardless of whether they are represented by lawyers; anybody 
‘an appear there; no rules of evidence are followed, no clean cut issue worked out 
by pleadings, but it is thrown in their lap and it is decided. The same thing is true 
of the Insurance Commissioner and the same thing is true of the Florida Securities 
Commission and with almost a hundred commissions of men that the legislature 
has authorized to handle this business. 


Now I will tell you what I am afraid is happening: that we are going on 
perfecting a fine system with which to settle disputes and handle these matters 
for the world, without seeing the necessity for these disputes and troubles to be 
settled quickly and right now. 


Bin 
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I think that one of the greatest problems confronting the bar is to work out a 
system whereby we can handle these matters more efficiently and with more speed, 
and unless we do that I will tell you that the real business that is being handled by 
our bar is going to be frittered away and is being frittered away. I will tell you 
that the average business man does not want to waste six months to get his case at issue ; 
he wants it settled right now. I believe that we are going to have to take the red 
tape out of our fine system of procedure, and I think this is something worthwhile 
for you to give attention to in the future. I thank you. 


President Twyman: Now that the preliminary ceremonies are over, and _ pro- 
ceeding now to the first order of business, we will have the report of the Secretary 
and Treasurer of our Association—Ed R. Bentley. 


REPORT OF SECRETARY-TREASURER AND LAW JOURNAL 


Mr. Bentley: Mr. President, members of the Florida State Bar Association and 
ladies and gentlemen: The report of the Secretary and Treasurer appeared in the 
January, 1937 issue of the Law Journal on page 18. Most of you have perhaps 
observed it there, so I am not going into details. If you want to refer to the 
detailed checks, expenditures and receipts, you can refer to the Journal. I am going 
to call your attention to some of the tabulations. We brought over from the previous 
fiscal year $2497.68; the receipts for the year, 1936, amounted to $5208.91, that being the 
imcome from dues and ads in the Law Journal and the sale of some few Law Journals 
to libraries and others wanting individual copies, making total receipts of $7706.59. 
Now the disbursements are listed by check numbers under two headings: first, the 
expense of the Association which is totaled as $1837.74, and under the heading of 
“Expense of Publishing the Law Journal,’ which is totaled as $2656.75—the tota 
disbursements being $4494.49. We brought over into the year 1937 a total balance 
of $3212.10, which is an increase of approximately $800.00 over the previous balance 
brought forward. That report is published in the Law Journal, with the certificate 
of Charles H. Williams, Public Accountant, who audited the hooks, attached. I might 
add to that report by calling attention to the fact that since January 1st we have 
collected 181 individual memberships at five dollars; 58 individual memberships at 
three dollars (those practicing law less than seven years), and 616 group memberships 
at three dollars per member. The Junior Section has put on a campaign, or has 
started a campaign for new members, and have brought in 49 new members. In 
that connection I want to call attention to the fact that the balance at the present 
time is $4572.00 in the treasury and all bills are paid to date, except such bills as are 
now being incurred because of this convention. 


At the request of Mr. Twyman I am going to give you some brief statisties: At the 
close of the convention in Miami several years ago, in 1929 I believe it was, we carried 
forward (and by the way, at that time the dues were $7.50) $955.22. There 
were 674 members. The next year there were 881 members, and we carried forward 
a balance of $723.10. The next year, 1931, we were getting in the throes of the 
depression, and we had 515 members; we had a bank failure which cost the Association 
$1262.88, but we carried forward at the end of that year $896.50. In 1932 we got 
our membership back up to 849. (Now, you will understand that we earried more 
names on the books than these figures represent, but these numbers represent the 
number of memberships actually paid in that fiseal year). We carried forward 
then a balance of $1262.99. In 1933 our membership dropped to 597 members. We 
were carrying about a thousand on the books, but only 597 actually paid that year. 
We carried forward that year $895.91. Then in 1934 we reduced the membership 
dues to five dollars, and changed the fiscal year from January 1st to December 31st. 
We put on a rather strenuous campaign and brought our membership up to 1170 
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members. We earried forward that year $1527.87. The Law Journal at that 
time was combined with the Seeretary’s office, and all of the expense was paid directly 
by the Treasurer. In 1935 our membership was 1020, and we carried forward a 
balance of $2497.68. In 1936 we had a membership of 1135 actually paid that year, 
and carried forward a balance of $3212.10; so you see that the finances of the 
Association are in a rather healthy condition, and while our expense has constantly 
increased, our membership has constantly inereased. 


I call attention to comparative statistics on the Law Journal. We established 
the Law Journal in the middle of 1928, and for that half a year the Law Journal 
Cost us $2162.92; the next year, 1929, it cost us $2668.00, plus whatever receipts 
came from advertising. In 1930 the cost was $3319.00; in 1931 it dropped to $2674.00, 
but in 1932 it increased to $4300.00; in 1933 it was $3300.00, and then in June, 1934 
it was combined with the Secretary’s office; the first half of the year the cost was 
$2314.00, and the second half of the year it cost $1499.90, making a total cost that 
year of $3813.90. In 1935 for the full year the cost was $2295.84; in 1936 it cost 
$2656.75, an increase there of nearly four hundred dollars, which is aceounted for 
largely by the publication of the proposed common law rules and the proposed 
criminal code. 


This gives you a brief report of what bas happened in the last six or seven years. 


President Twyman: You have heard the report. What is your pleasure with 
respect to disposing of it. If I hear no motion to the contrary, it will be received 
and filed. It is so ordered. 


It is my pleasure to ask the immediate past President of the Florida Bar Associa- 
tion, my immediate predecessor, to take the chair, the Honorable William H. Rogers, 
of Jacksonville. 


Mr. Rogers: The next item on the program is one that is prescribed by the 
Constitution of the organization. It is the address of the President of the Association. 
It is my genuine pleasure to present to you the Hon, Lewis Twyman, our President, who 
will address you. (President Twyman’s address was published last issue). 


RESOLUTION ON SUPREME COURI 


Mr. Adams (of Jacksonville): Mr. President, in keeping with the very able 
address of the President, I have drawn, before coming to this convention, a resolution 
on this very grave subject, with which he has dealt in the !atter part of his address. 
I do not know if it is in order at this time to offer such resolution, but if it is I 
would like to have that approval. 


Mr. Rogers: If you will refrain for one moment I will permit you to proceed. 
L observe that the President of the American Bar Association has a seat in the rear 
of the chamber, and at the risk of being misunderstood, I want Mr. Richard Hult, 
of the Dade County Bar Association, and Mr. Paul MeGarry, the Vice Mayor of 
Coral Gables, to escort the President of the American Bar Association to the platform. 
(Thereupon Mr. Stinchfield was duly escorted to the platform of the convention). 


Mr. Adams now has the floor. 
Mr. Adams: If permitted, I will come down here where I may be heard to better 


advantage. Mr. Chairman, ladies and gentlemen, I wish to present this resolution 
opposing the bill pending in congress for the proposed packing of the Supreme Court. 
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RESOLUTION 
OPPOSING THE BILL PENDING IN CONGRESS HAVING FOR 
ITS PURPOSE THE PACKING OF THE SUPREME COURT 


WHEREAS, the Declaration of Independence, drawn by that great Democrat, 
Thomas Jefferson, was an indictment against George IIT on many counts, one of 
which was: 


“He has made Judges dependent on his Will alone, for the tenure of their offices, 
and the amount and payment of their salaries.”—(Richardson, Vol. 1, p. 4). 


and; 


WHEREAS, Washington, after bringing the American Revolution to a successful 
issue, after presiding over the Constitutional Convention, and after guiding the Helm 
of the Union for eight years, delivered his farewell address in which, among other 
things, he said: 


“The spirit of encroachment tends to consolidate the powers of all the depart- 
ments in one, and thus to create, whatever the form of government, a real 
despotism . . . let there be no change by usurpation; for though this in one 
instance may be the instrument of good, it is the customary weapon by which 
free governments are destroyed.” (Richardson, Vol. 1, pp. 219-220). 


and; 
WHEREAS, Chief Justice Marshall, in the course of debates of the Virginia 
Convention (1829-30), said: 


“The Judicial Department comes home in its effects to every man’s fireside; 
it passes on his property, his reputation, his life, his all . . . I have always 
thought, from my earliest youth till now, that the greatest seourge an angry 
Heaven ever inflicted upon an ungrateful and a sinning people, was an ignorant, 
a corrupt, or a dependent Judiciary.” (77 L. Ed. 1361). 


and; 
WHEREAS, in the case of 


O’Donoghue v. United States, 289 U. S. at pp. 530-532 (a decision rendered 
in May, 1933) 


the Supreme Court, in construing See. 1, Art. III, of the constitution, quoted and 
unanimously approved the foregoing fundamental principles of government, as adhered 
to by Jefferson, Washington, Marshall, Madison, Hamilton and many others, and; 


WHEREAS, in the case of 


Ponder v. Graham, 4 Fla. at pp. 42-43, decided in 1851, 
and again in the ease of 


Otto v. Harllee, 119 Fla. 266, decided in 1935, 
the Supreme Court of Florida held and reiterated: 


“The fundamental principle of every free and good government is, that these 
several co-ordinate departments forever remain separate and distinct. No 
maxim in political science is more fully recognized than this. Its necessity was 
recognized by the framers of our government, as one too. invaluable to be . 
surrendered, and too sacred to be ‘tampered with. Every other political: 
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principle is subordinate to it—for it is this which gives to our system energy, 
vitality and stability . . . when one (department) is encroached upon, its 
powers, to that extent become paralyzed, and the whole system fails to carry 
out those high purposes for which it was designed.” 


and; 
WHEREAS, the avowed purpose of the pending bill to inerease the number 
of Supreme Court Justices to fifteen, is that the “new blood” appointees will accomplish 


a reversal of decisions already rendered holding certain Acts of Congress unconstitu- 
tional, thereby taking a short cut on constitutional amendment, and; 


WHEREAS, it is the sense of this Bar Association that to tamper with the 
Court for such a purpose might be the entering wedge toward the breaking down 
of constitutional government in this country; and that if there be defects in the 
constitution, they should be met by allowing the people of the United States to say 
“Yes” or “No” on constitutional amendments, as in former instances, 


NOW, THEREFORE, 
BE IT RESOLVED, as follows: 


That the Florida State Bar Association deems itself bound to adhere to the funda- 
mental principles of government above quoted. 


2. 


That this Bar Association hereby records its disapproval of said bill now pending 
in Congress. 
3. 


That this Bar Association deplores the widespread attacks, emanating from high 
places and low, now being made on the Supreme Court; all of which are tending to 
destroy respect for the Court and are tending to destroy its constitutional funetions. 


4, 


That a copy of these resolutions be forwarded to each Florida Senator, and to each 


Florida Representative in Congress. That a copy be also sent to the Senate Committee 
which now has said bill under consideration. 


Offered by, 
THOS. B. ADAMS, 
Jacksonville, Florida 


I move that this resolution, if it is proper, be referred to a committee. 


(A substitute resolution by the Committee on American Citizenship was proposed 
and adopted in part. See April Law Journal.—Editor). 


The President: The resolution, under Article 3-B of the by-laws of the Association 
must be referred, without your motion, Mr. Adams, and it will be instantly referred 
to the Executive Council of the Association to find a place on the program for it 
in due course. 


The next order of business is the consideration of the report of the Conference of 
Delegates of local bar associations, The Secretary of the conference will give us the 


report of the conference of yesterday morning and afternoon. (Report printed in 
last issue of Journal). 
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Thereupon motion for adoption of the report was duly made, seconded and earried. 


Mr. Rogers: I will now return the meeting to the president of the Association, 
Mr. Twyman. 


President Twyman: Mr. Secretary, I understand that you have several routine 
matters that should be and must, under the constitution of the Association, be brought 
to the floor of the house. Will you present them now. 


CONSTITUTION AMENDED 


Secretary Bentley: This is a proposed constitutional amendment. The pre- 
liminary steps required by the constitution have been complied with, and I submit it to 
the Association now: 


“The Executive Council, in compliance with the constitutional provision for amend- 
ing the Constitution, respectfully recommends to the association for appropriate action 
thereon an amendment to the Constitution in the following particular. By the substi- 
tution for Section (a) of Article VI of the Constitution of a section reading as follows: 


“There shall be an Executive Council of the Association, to be composed of the 
President, the last retiring President, the Secretary-Treasurer, the editor of the Law 
Journal, the President of the Junior Bar Section, and three other members to be elected 
at each annual meeting. The members of the Executive Council shall hold their offices 
' for one year from the date of their election and until their successors are elected.” 


Thereupon the motion was made to adopt said amendment, which was seconded 
und carried. 


Secretary Bentley: There is a matter which the President has called to my 
attention: under the reorganization of the American Bar Association we are entitled 
to a representative in the House of Delegates, and some provision ought to be made 
at this time for the selection of that representative. In lieu of any provisoin being 
made by us, of course the President of the State Bar Association represents us, as 
Mr. Twyman did at the last meeting in Columbus, Ohio. I therefore make a motion 
that the chair appoint a committee to bring in recommendations tomorrow on that point. 


President Twyman: It will be so ordered unless there is some objection. 


Mr. Anderson: Would it be proper for the nominating committee to bring that 
in along with the other nominations. 


MEMORIAL COMMITTEE REPORTS 


President Twyman: I think it is more or less in the nature of providing something 
permanent, some means of handling it. We will now hear the report of the Committee 
on Memorials. 


“Your Committee on Memorials begs leave to report that since the last convention 
of the Florida State Bar Association, the following members of the Association have died: 


Walter W. Liddell, Hugh Gunn, 

John Levi Lee, John Taylor Chapman, 
Robert H. Seymore, Elmer E. Haskell, 
Leonard O. Boynton, Bob R. Milam, 

O. J. Clayton, W. J. DeLoach, 

W. W. Anderson, Allan Bryan, 

Dunean U. Fletcher, Fred K. Curtis, 
Francis G. Carter, William Martin, 


Walter G. Park, Henry P. Philpot, 
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Park Trammell, Vincent Sempreviva, 
Thomas W, Watrous, D. B. Whitaker, 

N. Dwight Ford, Charles C. Cillingsworth, 
J. Vining Harris, Alonzo G. Turner, 
Joseph J. Willie, Playford A. Naylor, 
John F. Coates, Eugene Hale, 

William O. Anderson, Barkley Ward, 

Harry I. Lipton, W. F. Brown, 

Edmund T. Shirley, C. J. Van Fleet, 

Frank Clark, W. T. Henry. 


In the passing of these members the Association and legal profession have sustained 
a great loss. Perhaps without precedent is the fact that two members of our profession 
were at the time of their death representing the State of Florida in the United States 
Senate; another, Judge Francis B. Carter, has had a distinguished career as a member 
of the Supreme Court of Florida; another, Frank Clark, had served several terms in 
Congress from this state, as well as holding other positions of honor and trust in 
the state and in the nation. 


The transitory nature of the achievements of this life is well illustrated in’ the 
mortality record of our profession for the past year. 


Respectfully submitted.” 
THOMAS J. DOWDELL 
FRANK E. JENNINGS 


DONALD C. MeMULLEN, Chairman 
COMMITTEE. 


Thereupon motion to receive and file said report was made, seconded and carried. 
CRIMINAL CODE COMMITTEE REPORTS 


President Twyman: The Chairman of the Criminal Code committee is not present. 
Is there any one who cares to make the report of that committee at this time. 


“Your above committee, after considerable labor, have prepared a proposed Code 
of Criminal Procedure, which will be found in the February, 1937, issue of the Florida 
Law Journal. 


“We have followed as closely as possible a uniform Code prepared by the American 
Law Institute, and have endeavored to make such changes as we deemed necessary 
in order that the proposed Code conform to our Constitution, and be applicable to 
this seetion of the country. 


“We note, however, in the published Code above referred to, that Section 417 
refers to the ‘General Revised Statutes.’ This should be amnded to read ‘Compiled 
General Laws.’ Otherwise, the Code is our final effort. 


“We particularly wish to express our appreciation of the conscientious labor 
of Judge Millard B. Smith, of Titusville, in the preparation of this work. 
Respectfully submitted. 
E. W. DAVIS, Chairman.” 
Secretary Bentley: 1 move that the report be received and filed, as we have 


already adopted it in principle by our action adopting the Report of the Conference 
of Delegates. 


President Twyman: Unless there is objection, the report will be received and 
filed. It is so ordered. 


| 
th 


176 FLORIDA LAW JOURNAL 


PROBATE COMMITTEE REPORTS 
Is Mr. Jones present, the chairman of the Probate Committee. 


Mr. Jones: A formal report has been prepared and I expect to have it at the 
opening session this afternoon, and will turn it over to the Secretary. 


“The Probate Committee respectfully reports: 


“The Probate Act of 1933 was enacted by the Legislature in 1933, and took effect 
October 1, 1933, governing the estates of decedents dying on «nd after that date. In 
1935, certain amendments were made for the purpose of correcting errors and defects. 
During the past two years the work of the Committee has been, primarily, to observe 
the operation of the Act and to consider such suggestions for changes as oceur to the 
members of the Committee or are brought to their attention by others. 


Cases have arisen and will continue to arise involving the construction of particular 
sections of the statute and its application to the facts of the given case. These cases 
are now beginning to reach our Supreme Court and decisions construing the Act 
are beginning to come down. So far as is known to the Committee, none of the 
questions raised require any further legislation. 


“The Florida Institute of Accountants continue to urge two amendments; first, 
to incorporate in the Act a provision giving the County Judge’s Court the same powers 
to fix the fees of accountants as the Court now has to fix attorneys’ fees; and second, to 
give to the Court the power to appoint accountants as estate auditors to act somewhat 
as masters in determining accounts of executors and administrators. Your Committee 
believes both proposals to be inadvisable and of doubtful legality. 


As to the first proposal, it is the feeling of the Committee that any legislation 
giving the accountant the right to litigate the question as to his agreement with the 
personal representative and the value of his services to the estate would result in an 
unconstitutional enlargement of the jurisdiction of the County Judge’s Court. The 
relationship between executor and administrator on the one hand and the accountant 
on the other is contractual, and in the enforcement thereof both the accountant and 
the personal representative are entitled to the verdict of a jury, and the amount 
involved will nearly always, if not always, be in excess of the amount fixed by the Con- 
stitution as the limit of the jurisdiction of the County Judge in Law actions. And 
it is to be remembered that there is a distinction between County Courts having certain 
law jurisdiction, and County Judges’ Courts which have jurisdiction in the administra- 
tion of decedents’ estates. To the argument that the same reasoning is applicable to 
attorneys, we reply that the attorney is an officer of the Court and as such is subject 
to the control of the Court, and this control extends to the determination of the proper 
fee to be allowed. 


“As to the second proposal ot the accountants, it is your Committee’s view that 
the County Judge’s Court, being charged with the duty of settlement of estates, 
ought to determine, in the first instance, all questions involving estate accounting. 
Usually the questions presented are primarily questions of law, or mixed questions 
of law and fact, and while we do not depreciate the value of the accountants’ services 
to the personal representative, we think it unwise to delegate quasi judicial powers 
to a profession that makes no pretention of being learned in the law. 


“The question of the small estate is still troublesome. We adhere to the view 
expressed in former reports of the Committee that the basic difficulty is not one of 
procedure but of costs of administration. 
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“Other questions have arisen and other problems have been discussed and con- 
sidered. However, it does not seem to the Committee that there is any present necessity 
of making any additions to or changes or alterations in the Act. No doubt the 
necessity for amendment will become apparent as the Courts and the Bar have further 


experience with the application of the statute. We do not now recommend further 
legislation. 


“Respectfully submitted, 
C. C. COPP 
HARRY R. HEWITT 
D. H. REDFEARN 
W. H. ROGERS 
A. J. ROSE, 
WARREN L. JONES, Chairman.” 


President Twyman: Is the Chairman of the Committee on Legal Education present. 


Mr. Booth: The report has been filed and placed in the Law Journal. 


UNAUTHORIZED PRACTICE OF LAW COMMITTEE REPORTS 


President Twyman: Is Mr. Yates, chairman of the Committee on Unauthorized 
practice of the law present? 


Mr. Yates: Mr. President, I notice on the program that the committee reports 
were to be given this afternoon. I would rather report at that time. 


“Your committee on the unauthorized practice of the law hereby reports: 


“1, That we have continued our discussions of unauthorized-practice problems 
connected with the abstract and title-insurance business with the committee of the 
Florida Title Association, with whom we met in an all-day session at Tampa on July 
18, 1936, after our own committee meeting the evening before. At this joint conference, 
it devoloped that the main controversy involved the right of such companies to prepare 
legal instruments of various kinds for their customers in connection with title insurance. 


“We are indeed greatly indebted to the Florida Title Association for the Courteous 
and earnest manner in which they have invited and entered into these discussions; 
but it will undoubtedly require further discussion of these problems and further con- 
sideration of the principles of law applicable thereto before the Declaration of Policy, 
which these gentlement have asked us to assist them in formulating, can be determined 
upon as adequate and mutually satisfactory. 


“2. That, aside from routine matters and advice on various unauthorized-practice 
problems, your chairman has necessarily devoted the greatest portion of his time and 
energy to the work of the committee which drafted the proposed rules for regulating 
the practice of law, in connection with which we have filed with the Supreme Court our 
suggestion that Canon 34 of Professional Ethics be adopted in such form as will not 
appear to condone any division of attorney’s fees between lawyer and layman. 


“We recommend: 
A. That this committee be continued. 


B. That every lawyer devote some time to this very practical and vitally 
important subject. In this connection, the American Bar Handbook on this subject, 
available at headquarters, is of incalculable value. 


C. That every effort be made to secure the adoption of the proposed rules 
because they provide a proper, lawful and feasible method for handling unauthorized 
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practice matters, and their adoption is therefore of vital importance and necessary 
for the protection of the public, the courts and the legal profession. 


D. That no act defining the practice of law be sought after, because, as the 
leaders in this field agree, it is for the court, in each instanee, to determine whether 
alleged acts do or do not constitute the practice of law; and since the Legislature has 
no power to authorize any layman to practice law, any act which may seem to grant 
the layman such privilege is manifestly unfair and misleading to the Jayman who may 
rely thereon. The commissions, provided in the proposed rules, can, with much 
ereater convenience to the public, inquire into these situations as they arise, and assist 
the layman to comply with the law, and then, if he will not, the matter can be presented 
to the court for determination in a much better spirit and in a much more expeditious 
manner than the haphazard, laborous and utterly unsatisfactory method which we 
must all now follow. 


“Respectfully submitted, 
MILTON L. YEATS, Chairman 
THOS. H. ANDERSON 
HAROLD B. WAHL 
LE ROY B. GILES.” 


Mr. Henderson: It seems that sometime this afternoon or tomorrow we are 
bound to settle the fate of the United States Supreme Court. Before we do that I 
think this body ought to give attention to a matter in our own back yard. For 
some time I have been reading of the recommendations of the Florida Budget Commission, 
and I notice that one of those recommendations says that the salaries paid our 
Supreme Court justices ought to be increased. To my mind the small salaries which 
are now being paid these justices is a disgrace and shame to the State of Florida. 
For that reason, Mr. President, I move you, sir, that this body memorialize the 
legislature that, in accordance with the recommendation of the Budget Commission, 
the salaries of Supreme Court Judges be increased. 


Thereupon the motion was seconded and carried. 


President Twyman: Members, we are somewhat in doubt as to what would be 
the fair procedure in attempting to handle absolutely impartially the legislation which 
has been introduced with respect to the reorganization of the United States Supreme 
Court. Under the Constitution under which we operate, we are certain that it must 
be referred to some committee. I would like to have some aid and assistance and 
some expression of your preferences as to what committee should receive and aet upon 
this resolution. Now it seems to have been the practice in the past to refer these matters 
to the Exeeutive Council. We have a good many things to handle otherwise, and 
since the constitution provides that it shall be referred to a committee, I have been 
thinking in advance of this question that such resolutions should be referred to a 
committee, and it means a special committee, and I do not mind appointing a special 
committee to handle it. 


Judge Ellis: What particular clause of the constitution is it that requires that 
a resolution offered before this deliberative body involving any change of its consti- 
tution or by-laws, must definitely be referred to a committee? 


President Twyman: I will try to answer your question, Judge. I think that 
Article 3, Section B is such a provision. Unless there is seme objection, I would 
like to declare at this time that this matter will be reported on by the Committee on 
American Citizenship immediately after the address tomorrow morning by Mr. Stinch- 
field. We had to leave a spot there for something. We are up to the ealendar at 
the present time. - 


Thereupon the convention adjourned to two p. m., same day. 


2 
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Friday Afternoon Session 


Mr. Twyman: There was a time in the history of the Florida State Bar Association 
when it had no sections attached, although at the present time it has three sections which 
work in conjunction with it. 


The first is the Conference of Local Bar Association Delegates. The work of 
that section has progressed so that, as you know, for some years we have given it 
an entire day. 


The second section which is not as active as it should be is the Judicial Section, 
composed of the Judges of various Courts. We hope to have more activity than we have 
recently had. 


The third section on account of which we are meeting here is the Junior Bar 
Section. Constitutionally a part of the Florida State Bar Association with members 
who are under the age of 36 years. The purpose of its creation was to give emphasis 
to the work of the juniors and such assistance as they may render to the Association 
itself. I am certain we are going to hear much more of that section than we have 
heard. The reason we haven’t heard much of it is beeauses it is just two years old. 
Substantial progress is being made with that section. 


I take this oceasion to say that the Juniors have certainly been most enthusiastic 
in assisting with the operation of the affairs of the Association. They have helped 
everywhere and we acknowledge it gratefully. 


It want at this time-ta present to you the President of the Junior Section of the 
Florida State Bar Association, who by your action this morning has become the seventh 
member of the Executive Council of the Association. I have worked with him during 
this year as a member. We treated him as a member and he did the work of the 
member but for the first time he is officially a member. I take great pleasure in 
presenting to you my co-worker Vice President of the Florida State Bar Association, 
whose title is President of the Junior Seetion of the Florida State Bar Association, 
Honorable John Dickinson, of St. Petersburg. 


John Dickinson: Mr. President, members of the Florida State Bar Association: 


We Juniors appreciate the forum which has been created to allow us to take part 
more vigorously in the affairs of the Association. We have tried to cooperate and 
feel that in the past two years, not in a bragging way, but we feel we have justified 
our efforts. This work has been carried on by the American Bar Association in 
the same manner. 


The young lawyers are finding forums in the Junior Bar Section. We have 
ideals that have been handed down to us by the older lawyers and we know of no 
better place to be trained and equipped to carry on those ideals. We have this afternoon 
a young man, outstanding as a speaker and as a leader, chairman of the Junior Bar 
Section of the American Bar Association to address us. We feel and deem it a great 
pleasure to have Joe Stecher speak on “Responsibility of the Organized Bar.” Mr. 
Stecher. (Mr. Stecher’s address was published in the April Law Journal). 


Billy Rogers: Law List Committee has only recently recommended to the American 
Bar Association on Professional Ethies and Grievances that 34 be amended to prohibit 
splitting of fees between attorneys and laymen. 


Thos, H. Elliot sent regrets at inability to be present. 
Junior Bar Section at this point retired for their meeting. 


Will Judge Davis report for the American Law Institute. 
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Judge Davis: No report. We do not have the facilities to do much work and 
do not have funds to do the work with, although something can be accomplished. 
There have been six volumes of publication made by the American Law Institute on 
subjects of law of trusts, contracts and conflict of law. Some of the Florida decisions 
having been announced in the last several years have been cited by the American Law 
Institute but, of course, the work will be broad. It will be citation of decisions upon 
the various points of work. Compare your decisions. The idea of restatement was 
to go back to a fundamental statement and to plan upon these fundamental points, 
points now eovered by the Institute. How many states have annotated? So far as 
I am advised no official effort in that direction has been made. Some unofficial 
efforts and some accomplishments have been started but so far the Legislative bodies 
have not taken any action. Florida may have the chance of becoming a pioneer if 1! 
can impress the Legislature. 


Mr. Twyman: Is there any other matter the members want to bring to the attention 
of the body? 


Mr. Thompson: In connection with a report of the Committee on Unauthorized 
Practice of the Law, I would like to call to the Association’s attention a situation 
that existed in this state and which is covered by a very few words in the Report of 
the Committee in reference to conflicts between members of the Bar and abstraci 
and title companies in this state. I believe thorugh the activity of this Committee 
that a great deal of good will has been created in that particular industry in the 
State of Florida and has created a favorable impression on the minds of those of 
substantial backing who are engaged in that business and it seems particularly appro- 
priate that we might mention that at this time in view of the talk given by Mr. Stecher 
and of other matters that have been mentioned. The members of the Association 
will recall that some two or two and a half years ago that the question of abstract 
and title companies engaged in some action which would be construed as the unauthorized 
practice of the law was brought to a head in the State of Florida. I have had oceasion 
to be present at the convention of the Florida Title Association, which is all of the 
companies of any size in the State of Florida engaged in that work, and the question 
was raised on the floor of the convention as to what abstract and title people might 
do to satisfy the lawyers that they had no desire to practice law and I had the temerity 
to suggest that perhaps a Committee on that subject working jointly with the Unauthor- 
ized Practice of Law Committee of the Florida State Bar Association could in a free 
way arrive at a solution of a; difficulty that was causing trouble, expense and condem- 
nation and differences between attorneys, members of the Bar and these title and 
abstract companies and since that time these discussions nad negotiations between 
the Florida Title Abstract Committee and the Unauthorized Practice Committee of 
this Association has proceeded and I had recently a concrete evidence of the value to 
the members of the Bar of the situation that has been created. In talking with Mr. 
Girbarg, St. Petersburg, President of the Florida Title Abstract Association recently 
he made the statement that he had given orders that his abstract and title company 
should not prepare a single document relating to the transfer or effecting the title to 
land in any way whatsoever and that those matters should be sent to the members 
of the Bar in St. Petersburg who were employed from time to time by the company 
in connection with title matters. 


I also happen to know that Mr. Girbarg two or three years ago was quite put 
out because of the fact that in St. Petersburg the Unauthorized Practice of Law 
Committee of the local Association had called him on the telephone one day and asked 
him to go before the Committee and kidded him a great deal about what he was doing 
which might constitute unauthorized practice and told us he had no intention of doing 
this that would make us think that the company was creating ill will. That situation 
appears to be concrete evidence of a material constructive situation that is being created 


| 
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in the minds of the people of Florida with reference to the Bar and I thought with 
what had transpired we might call it to the attention of the Association. It has created 
more good will in the field than anything the Association has dond in recent years. 


President Twyman: Is there any further matter to bring up before the body? 
If not, we are up to schedule. Ready for motion to adjourn. 


Saturday Morning Session 


President Twyman: The convention will please come to order for the last morning 
session, Preceding the more important business of the day, there is an item one 
member has suggested that he would like to bring before this body. I do not at the 


moment recall exactly what it is, but I will at this time recognize Judge Beckham, of 
Miami. 


Judge Beckham: Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the State Bar Association: 
I know of no activity that would put this Association on a more educational basis 
than by doing a little work on Crime Prevention. I am proposing a resolution in 
that field and ask that it be acted upon at this meeting, and that it be at this time 


referred to the Executive Council for such action as they see fit. I will now read the 
resolution : 


“WHEREAS, the development of respect for law in youth and the prevention 


of crime is a matter of vital importance to this Association and in keeping 
with its objects and purposes, 


“NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that this Association does request 
and authorize the Executive Council to establish a standing committee to be 
known as the Committee on Juvenile Court and Crime Prevention to be ap- 
pointed by the President of the Association, and with its numbers, duties and 
functions to be defined by the Executive Council in keeping with the preamble 
of this resolution.” 


I move the adoption of that resolution. 


President Twyman: I would say that it is constitutional to make the appointment. 
If there is any question about the advisability of it, that is another matter. 


Thereupon the motion was seconded and carried. 


President Twyman: We are fortunately up with the program. I very much 
dislike to begin at this time because of the small group in attendance, but, believing that 
they will be in shortly, we shall proceed. 


For a long time it has been true that a Florida State Bar Convention is quite 
incomplete without, what I might call, our distinguished member; it, however, happily 
is also true of the American Bar Association, for the gentleman to whom I refer has 
reached such prominence in that organization also, that I can testify from my limited 
experience there that his presence is likewise indispensable. I have reference to our 
distinguished past past president of the American Bar Association, our own member, 
who I am very happy. at this time to present—the Honorable Seott M. Loftin. 


AMERICAN BAR PRESIDENT SPEAKS 


Mr. Loftin: Members of the Florida State Bar Association, ladies and gentlemen: 
I am very happy to be here on this occasion, as I am always happy to be in a con- 
vention of the Florida State Bar Association. It has been my privilege and pleasure 
to enjoy many conventions of this association, and each one I seem to enjoy more 
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than the previous one. It has been a very successful convention under the leadership 
of our president, Mr. Twyman, and I will pause to congratulate him upon a successful 
administration. 


As a lawyer it has always been my philosophy that to be successful you should 
not only be successful in the practice of the law, but you should also be suecessful in 
the promotion of the administration of justice and in bettering the conditions of the 
profession. 


The speaker whom I shall introduce to you this morning is not only an able 
lawyer, not only a member of one of the largest and most successful law firms in the 
northwest, but for many years he has been practicing the philosophy to which I have 
just referred. In my association with him in the American Bar Association I have 
had an opportunity to see his fine work and to know of his keen interest in our 
profession and in bettering it in every way possible. During my administration as 
president of the Association he was one of my fellow co-workers, being at that time 
a member of the Executive Committee of the Association, and there was no one that 
gave me greater support, more complete cooperation and on whom I could depend so 
much as our guest speaker. I know that you all came here to hear him this morning, 
and I am not going to take up more of your time by telling in greater detail about 
him and his accomplishments. I think it is sufficient to say to you that he has been 
honored by the members of the American Bar Association, composed now of some 
29,000 American lawyers, by having been selected as their leader at this very important 
time in the country’s history. It gives me a great deal of pleasure this morning and 
I deem it a very high honor to have the opportunity of presenting’ to you the President 
of the American Bar Association, the Honorable Frederick H. Stinehfield. (The 
address of Mr. Stinchfield was published in the April Law Journal). 


RESOLUTION ON SUPREME COURT PROPOSAL 


Mr. Twyman: The next order of business is the special order which has been 
set for this morning, namely, the report of the Committee on American Citizenship, to 
which committee was referred the resolution which most of you heard introduced here 
yesterday regarding the Supreme Court proposal, I shall now recognize the Chairman 
of that Committee, Mr. Austin Richardson. You may come forward Mr. Richardson. 


Mr. Richardson: Mr. Chairman, distinguished, ladies and gentlemen and members 
of the Association: I desire to make a few preliminary remarks relative to this 
committee. Your president and the chairman felt as if this question in regard to 
the proposed reorganization of the Supreme Court came within the jurisdiction of this 
committee, but I found that there were a number ot the committee who felt otherwise, 
however, finally by and through correspondence, personal contacts and meetings a 
majority of the committee came to the conclusion that it did not come under our juris- 
diction, and a report was prepared, in which report we were going to make certain 
recommendations to this body. 


Yesterday when the President referred to this committee the resolution that was 
introduced, the committee came to the conclusion that there really was only one thing 
that the committee should attempt to report on at this time, so we proceeded to discard 
the report which we had prepared, and also realizing that undoubtedly this assembly 
would take some action, and rightfully so, on this question, and also being convinced 
that all members of the bar were desirous of expressing their views either pro or con, 
the committee prepared a very short report covering this one question only. The 
purpose of this report is perhaps a moot question, and as such the committee has 
refrained from making any recommendation thereon. I will now read the report of 
the committee. (Report published in April Law Journal). Mr. Chairman, I move 
you for approval of that report. 
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President Twyman: There has been a motion made that this resolution be adopted. 
I take it that you understand and heard the resolution. Do I hear a second to the 
motion? I think it is sufficiently important to read it again, so that you ean all 
hear it. I will simply read the resolution, the adoption of which has been moved at 
this time: (Reads resolution). Do I hear a second to the adoption of that motion. 


Judge Bird: Mr. President, I am pleased to second the motion. I do not care 
to make the seconding speech. I think the question has already been quite ably debated. 
I should only like to point to the speech that has gone before it and say, “Those are 
my sentiments.” 


President Twyman: We are ready for any discussion on the motion for adoption 
of the resolution. 


Mr. Redfearn: Does that resolution say the entire bar of Florida? 
President Twyman: The entire bar of Florida. 


Judge Bird: That resolution said, “Resolved that this body go on record as 
opposing the President’s proposal ?” 


President Twyman: That is correct. 
Judge Bird: And that we should take a poll of the bar of Florida? 
President Twyman: That is right. 


Judge Bird: What is the purpose of the poll, it we as a body go on record as 
opposing it? What is the purpose? 


President Twyman: It is not for me to say. I did not propose the resolution. 


Judge Bird: I just asked for information. I will ask Mr. Richardson what is 
the purpose of it. 


Mr. Richardson: For the reason that we thought it would be more desirable and 
more helpful to have’ the views of all the lawyers, and not just the view of perhaps a 
small group. Perhaps in Florida the Bar Association has a higger percentage of its 
entire bar; I think we have better than 50 per cent, and at this convention there is 
only a small percentage of the membership. Some might say that it was not a true 
representation of the vote of the members of the bar in Florida, so the committee thought 
it would be better to— 


Judge Bird: If we adopt the resolution as submitted by your committee, then 
the Florida State Bar Association goes on record as being opposed to the bill; is 
that correct? 


Mr. Richardson: Yes. 
Judge Bird: And then the lawyers of Florida vote on what question? 


Mr. Richardson: The same question. That resolution prevides that the question 
should be submitted to all members of the bar. 


Judge Bird: I do not understand it. If we are going to adopt the proposition, 
what is the use of submitting it to the bar after adopting it? Why not submit it to 
the bar first, and then, if the bar is in favor of the resolution, adopt it. 


Mr. Richardson: We desire if possible to be entirely fair to every lawyer in the 
state, so that he can have an opportunity to express his views. 


: 
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Mr. Bivens: May I ask the indulgence of the chairman of the committee on this 
point, and my colleague on the committee confirms me in this: It was our intention 
at the meeting of the committee yesterday that the resolution be now voted upon. The 
resolution says: “The committee recommends that in lieu of all other resolutions this 
convention by secret ballot now act upon the following resolution: ‘Resolved that as 
to the bill now pending in congress regarding tke reorganization of the Supreme Court, 
this convention records its disapproval and that such question be submitted forthwith by 
secret ballot to the entire bar of Florida’.”. The part recommending that we take the 
ballot is a part of our report. Not only did we recommend that we take action here, 
but we recommended that we take action by a ballot of the entire bar. In other words, 
it was contemplated that we vote upon two matters here today. The first recommenda- 
tion of the committee is that we express our attitude here today by a vote, and after 
that is done we come to the body of the resolution, namely that we do oppose and record 
our opposition to the reorganization of the Supreme Court. 


President Twyman: I think Mr. Bivens is right; there should be a division. 


Judge Worth: In view of that thought, I move that the question be divided, and 
that we submit and vote upon the first half of the resolution, and that we thereafter 
by separate ballot decide whether we want to take a referendum or not. 


President Twyman: Is there a second on that? 


Mr. Epstein: I am not quite clear on this matter. It seems that there was a 
resolution presented by Mr. Adams, of Jacksonville, yesterday, which resolution being 


passed would record the disapproval of the Bar Association of the Supreme Court 
reorganization plan. 


President Twyman: Are you asking a question? 

Mr. Epstein: Yes. This resolution was referred to the committee on Citizenship? 
Mr. Twyman: That is correct. 

Same Member: For its recommendations? 

President Twyman: That is correct. 


Mr. Epstein: Was that referring to the resolution which was referred to them or 
to their report? 


President Twyman: I will read you the first two lines: “The Committee recomi- 
mends that in lieu of all other resolutions this convention by secret ballot now act 
upon the following resolution,” and the first part of that is: “Resolved, that as to the 
bill now pending in congress regarding the reorganization of the Supreme Court, this 
committee records its disapproval.” Now that is the first part, and that is the part 
referred to in the motion for adoption by Judge Worth. Is there a second to that 
motion? The question is whether there shall be a division. 


Judge Brown: It would appear to me that there should be a vote of the present 
assembly on the question of approval or disapproval. 


President Twyman: We will come to that. The question is whether there shall 
be a severance. 


Judge Brown: I am arguing in favor of that motion. I feel that there should 
he a severance. The question of whether this assembly is for or against the President’s 
proposal is serious enough a question to warrant a separate vote. The question of 
a referendum of the entire bar of the State of Florida is another separate question, 
entirely separate and apart from the action of this assembly. I therefore ask that 


FLORIDA LAW JOURNAL 185 


this body vote in favor of the amended motion asking for a severance and for two 
votes on that question. 


President Twyman: All in favor of the question let it be known by saying “aye.” 
Opposed, “no.” The “ayes” have it. 


Now we have a severance. We are now ready for the motion on the first part. 


Mr. Phillips: Inasmuch as the question submitted to this body this morning 
is such a controversial question, and inasmuch as it is a question in which the lawyers 
have individual opinions and inasmuch as the American Bar Association has polled 
the entire bar of each State, and since no good can come to this Association from 
acrimonious debate on this question here, I move you, sir, that the motion be laid on 
the table. 


Mr. Wideman: I second that motion. 


President Twyman: It has been moved and seconded to table the motion to adopt 
the resolution. 


Mr. Richardson: As I understand it, there is no question before the House. 
President Twyman: The adoption of the report is really what you— 


Mr. Richardson: I understand that a motion was made, seconded and adopted, 
and then there was a new motion. 


President Twyman: No. I think possibly that would have been the more orderly 
procedure, but I do not think it was done here. I understand that the motibn befbre 
the House is really for the adoption of the report, and there has been a motion made 
to table it. 


Judge Evans: I move as a substitute motion that we strike that portion of the 
ieport of the committee which calls for an expressioni at this time of the Bar Association 
of Florida. 


President Twyman: I do not think you are in order. I think the motion to 
table takes precedence. 


A Member: Will the motion to lay on the table carry with it both the question 
of the vote of this Association and the vote of the referendum? 


President Twyman: That is my understanding. 


Judge Thompson: Mr. Chairman, the motion to table is out of order; the only 
motion before this House is the motion to adopt both sections of that resolution. Now 
a motion comes on to sever the resolution, so the debate being had here is entirely out 
of order. The motion to table is a motion to table the resolution. 


President Twyman: That has been acted upon. 
Judge Thompson: There has been no vote on the motion to sever. 


Mr. Twyman: Yes. That is not my understanding. I understood that we voted 
on that. 


Mr. Epstein: I agree with the statement of Judge Thompson; a motion was made 
to adopt the report, and Judge Worth, I believe, made a substitute motion to sever 
the report, and that motion to sever was adopted, which replaces the original motion 
to adopt the report. 
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President: I am willing to concede that that is probably technically correct. If 
there is no motion before the house to’ adopt the resolution as a whole, it having been 
severed first, I will entertain one. 


Judge Thompson: I move to adopt the first section of that report. 


Mr. Phillips: For the same reason as stated before, I move that the matter be 
laid on the table. 


Mr. Wideman: I second that motion. 


President Twyman: Now we are where I understood we were. Are you ready 
for the question? 


Mr. Wideman: The question? 


President Twyman: The question being shall we table the report, the first half 
ot it. Are you ready for the question? 


Mr. Wideman: Yes. 


President Twyman: All in favor of tabling the report, the first half of it, 
let it be known by saying “aye.” Opposed, “no.” The “noes” seem to have it: 
the “noes” have it. 


A Member: I eall for a standing vote. 


President Twyman: Will all of those who favor tabling the resolution, the first 
half of it, stand, please? 


(At this point 42 members of the assembly stood). 


President Twyman: Those in favor of opposing the motion to table, please 
stand. You may take your seats; it, is obvious that the motion has been lst. It has 
been suggested that the resolution as to the first half be read: “Resolved, that as to 
the bill now pending in congress regarding the reorganization of the Supreme Court, 
this convention records its disapproval.” Do I hear a motion to adopt that portion 
of this severed resolution ? 


Mr. Anderson: I so move. 
President Twyman: Is there a second? 


Mr. Epstem. On a point of order. There was a motion before the House by 
Judge Thompson to adopt the first portion of this report, and then a motion to table 
was made by Mr. Phillips, leaving before the House Judge Thompson’s motion. 


President Twyman: You are right. How shall we proceed? 
Judge Beckham: The Committee recommends a secret poll? 


President Twyman: It recommends that this half be voted upon by a seeret ballot, 
as well as the other half of the resolution. 


Judge Beckham: I move that we vote by a standing vote. 
A Member: I second the motion. 


President Twyman: It has been moved and seconded that we vote by a standing 
vote. 


Mr. Richardson: I move to table this last motion. 


President Twyman: It has been moved to table the motion to take a standing vote. 
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Mr. Bivens: I second the motion. 
President Twyman: Are you ready for the question. 


Mr. Bivens: The question. 


President Twyman: All in favor of tabling the motion please stand. First, 
do you want the question stated? 


Mr. Epstein: Yes. 


President Twyman: We are voting on a motion to table the motion to take a 
standing vote in place of a secret vote. There is such a motion pending. Now there 
is a motion to table that motion. All in favor of tabling the motion: please stand. 


Thereupon 9 members stood. 


President Twyman: You may take your seats. It is lost. Now, all in favor of 
disearding the secret vote and to vote by standing, will please stand. 


MR. SPAIN SPEAKS IN DEFENSE OF PRESIDENT’S PROPOSAL 


Mr. Spain: Someone spoke about having to listen to a debate on this question 
I haven’t heard any debate. We heard from one side of the question yesterday and 
we have heard some more today, and I do not intend to take it sitting down. 


President Twyman: We do not ask you to. Proceed. 


Mr. Spain: I think Mr. Stinchfield began his remarks by saying that it was 
not necessary to discuss the fundamentals of this question. There was a lawyer that 
once appeared before the Supreme Court and stated that he would proceed to discus. 
the fundamental questions of law on the subject. One of the Justices said, “You may 
proceed upon the presumption that the Supreme Court is well founded in the funda- 
mental law of this State,” and the attorney said, “I am afraid that would be a very 


violent presumption. I proceeded upon that presumption in the lower court and 
that is why I am here today.” 


Mr. Stinchfield mentioned the checks and balances of the Supreme Court. The 
way I look at the question the checks and balances, so far as the government of 
this country is concerned, are not solely in the Supreme Court. The checks and 
balances are in the constitution itself. You do not have to look any further than 
the constitution to find the checks and balances. The first three articles of the 
constitution set uot what the form of this government sshall be. It sets out first the 
legislative branch, and it gives to it sole legislative powers; the second branch is 
the Executive and the third is the Judiciary. I would! like to know how many lawyers 
here today have read Section 2 of Article III of the Constitution since the President’s 
proposal for the reform of the Supreme Court. Now you opponents of this plan 
ean attack it by constitutional amendment. If you do not approve of this plan of 
the President, then the thing for you to do is to try to amend the constitution, because 
the power is there in Congress and not in the Supreme Court. Section 2 of Article III 
says that the Supreme Court shall have appellate jurisdiction both; as to law and fact, 
with such exceptions and under such regulations as the Congress may provide. Nowhere 
in the constitution have I been able to find that the people of this country have given 
to any court the power to say whether acts passed by the Congress, representing the 
wishes of the people of this country, is sound, reasonable or economically and politically 
wise or unwise. So far as the President’s remarks are concerned with reference to the 
accusation that he was going to pack the Supreme Court, he said, “If by packing the 
the Supreme Court you mean that I will appoint men who will not interfere with the 
legislative policies of Congress,” he meant just that. There is no court in this land 
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that was ever given the power to interfere with the legislative policies of the Congress, 
but the Supreme Court of the United States, as I conceive their decisions, have taken 
unto themselves that power. 


Mr. Stinchfield talks of the dangers of a legislative form of government. I think 
that we now have a legislative form of government in the nine old men who sit on the 
bench in the Supreme Court building in Washington like the nine aged beetles in the 
Temple of Kulak. 


With respect to the police power of the constitution, I believe that the Supreme 
Court is agreed that when an act is passed for the health, safety, morals and public 
welfare of the country, that that is a good and valid law, but they have reserved unto 
themselves the decision on the quesion of whether such and such a law which has 
been passed by the Congress is reasonable and necessary. I say that nowhere in the 
Constitution have the people of this country given to any court the power to nullify 
and stultify legislation for the progress of humanity. 


The Supreme Court of the United States consists of men who live more or less 
cloistered lives; they are cloistered from the troubles and tribulations of the average 
man. They seem to be hindered by the language of their decisions of 30 or 40 years 
ago. I do not think that the present court, as its personnel is made up, knows what 
the economic changes in the world are today so as to cope with them. I believe that 
the President’s proposal has come just about in the nick of time, and if it is passed 
into a law, gentlemen, I think that the law will once again assure the people of this 
country that the framers and the builders of the constitution made it so that the 
generations to come in the future would not have it taken away from them by a super- 
congress of nine old men who have taken upon their bent and weary shoulders the 
doubtful privilege of stultifying legislation for human progress. 


President Twyman: I am taking the position that under our constitution you 
eannot debate longer than ten minutes. So far as it is within my power we shali 
have the alternate views. Now we may hear from— 


Mr. Spain: I rise to a point of order. 
President Twyman: Proceed. 


Mr. Spain: You are limiting the debate on this question to ten minutes on a side. 
What about the hour on the affirmative yesterday and the hour today? 


President Twyman: I will answer you by saying that I did not say that. Ten 
minutes to a person is a limit set by the constitution, and it is up to you to limit it 
further if you care to. 


Mr. Anderson: I doubt if we will accomplish very much if we stayed here for 
a week debating this question. I move that we have the question. 


Mr. Phillips: I second the motion. 


President Twyman: The question has been called for. Are you ready for the 
question ? 


A Member: Yes. 


President Twyman: All in favor of the adoption of the resolution which is— 


Mr.Anderson: I rise to a point of order. The question is: shall the main question 
be now put. 


: 
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President Twyman: The question is shall we have the previous question? All 
in favor of returning to the question— 


Mr. Anderson: I will ask the Chair to have the main question now put. 


President Twyman: All in favor of that let it be known by saying “aye.” Opposed, 
“no.” 


We are now ready for the question. Any further debate? 


Mr. Phillips: No. 


President Twyman: We are now ready for the question. “Resolved, that a: 
to the bill now pending in congress regarding the reorganization of the Supreme Coutt, 
this convention records its disapproval.” All in favor of the affirmative please stand. 


Thereupon a standing vote was taken, which resulted in 124 standing votes for 
the resolution. 


President Twyman: All who are opposed to the resolution will please stand. 


Thereupon a standing vote was taken, which resulted in 37 votes against the 
resolution. 


President Twyman: Now are you ready for the second part of the question? 


Mr. Caraballo: We are now about to vote on the second part of the resolution. 
it seems to me that this organization having expressed its views, I am wondering 
what will be accomplished by the taking of a further vote in view of the fact thai 
the American Bar Association has already taken a vote of all Florida lawyers. Now 
in my city I know ballots were received by a great number of men who are not members 
of the American Bar Association. Now if this is true, are you not duplicating some- 
one else’s efforts. I am also thinking of the expense incident to it. If it is not 
what the American Bar Association has done, it would be well to take a vote, and 
I would suggest that some information be given us as to whether or not the American 
Bar Association has taken a vote of the Florida State Bar, including lawyers who 


are not members of the Association. We know, of course, that they have taken one 
of the members. 


A Member: I move to lay on the table the second half of this resolution. 


Mr. Twyman: All in favor of that let it be known by the usual “aye.” Opposed, 


“no 
The “noes” seem to have it. 


Mr. Caraballo. As a matter of information, Mr. President, suppose we inquire 
of the American Bar Association whether or not all lawyers have been included in the 
poll. 


President Twyman: I will announce that that is a fact. The question has been 
asked whether or not all Florida lawyers, irrespective of their membership in the 


Association, have been included in the poll. I am authorized to say that it has been 
and is being taken. 


Judge Worth: I would like to inquire if, when that vote is tabulated, the vote 
of the Florida bar and Florida lawyers will be separately tabulated? 


Mr. Stinchfield: It was done so by the American Bar Association, and I think 
it will be done on the second ballot, or the second poll. 
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Judge Worth: Then there would be no reason why any difference should oceur 
between such tabulation and any poll you might take; in other words, you wouid 
be polling on the same identical question with the same voters. - 


Mr. Stinchfield: We will be balloting on five different questions, but funda- 
mentally, of course, the same question. Judges sometimes hear arguments in rebuttal. 


President Twyman: I have ruled that the motion to table carried. 

Mr. Campbell: Mr. President, there was no motion before the House to table. 
President Twyman: There was, sir. 

Mr. Campbell: You ruled that the “noes” had it. 

President Twyman: I was overruled on that. I think that explains it. 


Judge Bird: May I ask Mr. Stinchfield from what source the American Bar 
Association got the names of the Florida lawyers in order that it might take a poll 
of them? 


Mr. Stinchfield: Martindale-Hubbell, and that is the only list we know of that 
covers most of the names of the lawyers in the United States. 


Judge Worth: And that is about 50 per cent of the lawyers? 


Mr. Stinchfield: It contains the name of 170,000 lawyers, and that is about 
as many lawyers as we have. 


Mr. Redfearn: I hold in my hand the March issue of the American Bar Association 
Journal, and the first paragraph of it begins this way :— 


President Twyman: Just a minute. A division has been called for. 


Mr. Redfearn: I would like to read this for the benefit of Mr. Caraballo, and 
then I would like to ask one question of the President. 


President Twyman: I will hear you next, but I think it is more orderly to carry 
out the mandate of this convention. 


Judge Beckham: Upon the question of this Association going on record this 
morning in connection with this matter, isn’t it true that you would be repeating the 
work of the American Bar Association— 


President Twyman: I think that argument is improper at this time. If you 
are in doubt as to what you voted on, I think it is highly proper that you know. 
There is before the House a motion to approve the second half of the resolution; 
there is that main motion before the House, that is, that we take a secret ballot of 
all lawyers in Florida. Now that motion has been attacked by a motion to table. 
On that we had a vote and I was overruled, and then there was a division called for. 
If you vote to table, then you vote not to poll the Florida lawyers. 


Mr. Hazzard: There is some question in this Section here as to whether or 
not all of the Florida lawyers have been polled by the American Bar Association. 


President Twyman: Your question is: has there been an all inclusive poll of the 
lawyers in Florida, is that correct? 


Mr. Hazzard: Yes. 


President Twyman: The answer to that is: I understand that such a poll is in 
progress, being conducted by the American Bar Association. The question was asked 
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by Judge Bird as to how‘ all inclusive that was, and the answer was that the lawyers 
names were taken from Martindale in this and all other States. 


Mr. Morehead: I want to know what Mr. Redfearn has there. 


President Twyman: Mr. Redfearn, Mr. Morehead wants to know what you have 
there. 


Mr. Redfearn: I am not here to argue the question. I have here the latest issue 
of the American Law Journal, and the way this resolution is worded it does not 
elicit from the lawyers their true sentiments. The ballot of the American Bar Associa- 
tion asks that you answer the question yes or no. It is not a question that you can 
unswer yes or no and answer it truthfully. Now I would like to ask Mr. Stinehfield a 
question: Does that letter which is being sent out divide the matter into six questions, 
like the letter that was sent to us? 


Mr. Stinehfield: I think the last question with reference to the Sumner Act 
is eliminated. 


Mr. Caraballo: So as to clarify the situation, I understand that the names were 
taken from Martindale-Hubbell by the American Bar Association. Now isn’t that 
what we would use in our poll? 


President Twyman: I think so. As far as I know, it is. 


Now the question is shall we poll the lawyers in Florida. It is a motion to table. 
That is what it amounts to. 


Mr. Richardson: And if we table the motion we do not take the ballot? 
President Twyman: That is correct. Are you ready for the question? 
Judge Worth: What is the main motion? 


President Twyman: I will give it to you. There is a motion before the House 
to adopt the second part of the resolution. Now that is attacked by a motion to 
table. Now I will have the affirmative of those who wish to table, which means that 
vou do not want to take a further Florida poll. 


President Twyman: The motion to table the last part of the resolution is lost by a 
vote of what; the last portion of the resolution is lost by a vote of what? 


Judge Worth: Overwhelmingly lost. 


President Twyman: That disposes of the main item of business for this! morning. 
Now we have some other very important work and that is the election of officers. 


(The result of the election was published in the April issue of the Law Journal). 


Suitable resolutions expressing appreciation for the courtesies and entertainment. 
of the Dade County Bar Association were unanimously passed whereupon the Associa- 
tion adjourned. 


Editor’s note: The reporting was contributed by Henry E. Colman, General 
Court Reporter, Seybold Bldg., Miami. In one or two instances there was some 
doubt about names of those speaking during the parliamentary wrangle. 
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ADDITIONAL COMMITTEE REPORTS 


REPORT OF COMMITTEE ON PROFESSIONAL ETHICS AND GRIEVANCES 


Your Committee begs to report that it has had under consideration during the 
year, thirteen cases, more particularly described as follows: 


1. Two eases where Attorneys advertised for divorce eases, 


2. One case where an Attorney was alleged to have been negligent in handling 
the case and over-charged for services. 


One case where outside collection agencies advertised for business in Florida 
publications. 


4. In one ease were asked to decide whether it was proper for an employee to 
be appointed Master in cases handled by the Law firm. In an opinion of 
the Committee as a whole; it was held that such employment was not correct. 


5. Four eases have been filed with the Committee against Attorneys alleging 
that they collected money and failed to account for same. Two of these cases 
are serious. 


6. One ease where Attorney allowed mistake in Final Decree to be made and 
didn’t readily have same corrected. 


7. One case where Attorney charged a large fee and was alleged to have failed 
to have rendered any service whatever. 


8. One ease where Attorney used information obtained while acting for a client 
as a basis for the filing of a suit against his former client on practically the 
same subject matter as he handled as Attorney for the client in the first matter. 


9. One case where Attorney was alleged to have retained money over and above 
agreed on as his fee. 


In two eases your chairman felt that it was his duty to reprimand those who made 
complaints. This for the reason that while the investigation was being made, the 
complainants sent letters urging the Committee to get them a settlement in money from 
the parties against whom the complaint was made. One of the objects of this Committee 
might be to so settle a controversy, but where a complaint is made which is so serious 
as to constitute embezzlement, we acted on the theory that the complainant was not in a 
position to urge the acceptance of money as a settlement and release of complaint 
against the attorney charged at least until the Committee suggested it. In one case 
this Committee in writing the complainant told him that he was putting himself in as 
unenviable a position as he sought to put the lawyer whom he claimed retained the funds. 


Your Committee early took the position that unless the Attorney complained of was 
a member of the State Association, we would not lead in the investigation, but woul 1 
advise the complainant to take the matter up with the Circuit Judge or State’s Attorney 
in the proper jurisdiction or the Local Bar Association. All but two or three cases 
have been disposed of, none of these being particularly serious. However, two of the 
cases are serious. Each should have a proper prosecution. This would involve expense 
and a lot of effort and time. We are leaving these to be handled by the Unified Bar 
which we hope to see come into being soon. No cleaning up of the Florida Bar can 
ever be accomplished until effective machinery can be established. 
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A great deal of the time and energy of your Chairman has been directed toward 
the establishment of a Unified Bar in the State of Florida. This Committee early 
realized the almost helpless position that any Committee is in, who attempts to discipline, 
under our present laws, any attorney in’ the State of Florida. With that in view your 
Committee gladly joined with the members of the Committee on Unification of the 
Bar in attempting to have the Supreme Court of the State of Florida assume jurisdiction 
not only of the admission of Applicants to the Bar of Florida, but also disciplining 
such members under Rules and Regulations which in common parlance might be termed 
“Rules and Regulations with teeth in them.” When the Supreme Court does this, 
we can begin weeding out undesirable timber from the Bar, and create a healthy 
respect for the disciplinary forces of the Bar as a whole. 


The application for the unification of the Bar under the Supreme Court contains 
many other admirable provisions, including the making of a Roster of the practicing 
attorneys of the State, which doesn’t exist today. It contains also the provisions for 
raising of the standards of admission to the Bar, both by examination and from 
aceredited law schools, and the separation of active and inactive attorneys in the 
State. The Unification of the Bar in the State of Florida will mean much for it. 
This Committee has lent its efforts to obtain such Unification, and it is the desire of 
the Committee that no stone be left unturned to secure the desired results. 


We attach to this report an address by President George R. Murray, of the 
Ohio State Bar Association. It contains many arguments applicable to Florida, and 
the attempt of this association to establish a Unified Bar. 


Respectfully submitted, 


JOHN H. WAHL, Chairman, 


Committee on Professional Ethies 
and Grievances of Florida State 
Bar Association. 


REPORT OF COMMITTEE ON JUDICIAL ADMINISTRATION 
AND LEGAL REFORM 


This Committee is one of the old Constitutional Committees, but in keeping with 
the modern trend, appears to have become more or less shelved by other New Deal 
Committees. When we were appointed it was rather intimated that we were to be 
merely honorary, like Lieutenant Colonels, and not expected to do anything. The 
1936 Report of this Committee was cited to prove its own acquiescence in this attitude. 


Adverse to battling precedent though restless with the youth of its personnel, 
the Committee finally compromised by deciding to recommend one small legal reform. 
A Bill for that purpose is herewith submitted. 


There are many legal reforms which seem to your Committee most desirable 
but the particular reform which we recommend is to abolish the law requiring separate 
acknowledgements of married women. To us the separate acknowledgment appears 
not only as abracadabra but also as a means of fraud. 


Inquiry has been made concerning the extent to which the old common law 
acknowledgment by married women has survived in the United States. Our examina- 
tion netted the information that at the present time 41 states no longer require separate 


acknowledgments, while only 7 states still require it. The comparatively small number 


of states still requiring, in varying degrees, separate acknowledgment, comprise Florida, 
Alabama, Arkansas, Delaware, North Carolina, South Carolina and Texas. Thus, 
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at present Florida is in a small group mostly of Southern States to which we naturally 
adhere, but on the other hand there are other Southern States which have abolished 
the separate acknowledgment, namely Virginia, Kentucky, Tennessee, Georgia, and 
Mississippi. If Florida should throw off this anachronism, then only a minority even 
of Southern States will remain in the group requiring the ancient separate acknowledg- 
ment. 


This Committee would like to make many recommendations for the purpose of 
freeing Florida jurisprudence from the debris of the past. We feel that tha retention 
in our body of law of many of the old rules and requirements accomplishes nothing 
:nore than to hold the. law up to ridicule and scorn and to offer vehicles for fraud. 
We even suggest that unless the lawyers bestir themselves to purge our law of much 
that is no wantiquated, we may soon find, much to our dismay, less skilled hands 
attempting such purpose. However, in view of the apparent attitude of the Association 
towards this Committee, we feel that it is improper now to undertake any such com- 
position and once more entrust this Committee with the purposes for which it was 
originally created. 


In the meantime, we submit the above described Bill as a token of our hopes 
and trust that the Association will approve it and instruct the Legislative Committee 
to seek its enactment. 


Respectfully submitted, 
WM. H. STOCKTON 
SAM H. SPAIN, JR. 
DAN KELLY, JR. 
T. ROGERO MICKLER 
Committee on Judicial Administration 


and Legal Reform. 


A BILL TO BE ENTITLED 


AN ACT To Make Effectual All Sales, Conveyances, Mortgages, Relinquishments 
and All Other Instruments Hereafter Made By a Marricd Woman Without an 
Acknowledgment Separately and Apart from her Husband and to Repeal Section 
3803 of The Revised General Statutes of Florida of 1920. 


BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF FLORIDA: 


Section 1. All sales, conveyances, mortgages, relinquishments and all other in- 
struments hereafter made by a married women, whether of separate estate or of dower, 
or otherwise, shall be fully effectual to pass and relinquish her estate and right without 
an acknowledgment separately and apart from her husband as heretofore required. 


Section 2. Section 3803 of the Revised General Statutes of Florida of 1920 
(Section 5676 of the Compiled General Laws of 1927) is hereby repealed. 


Section 3. All laws in conflict herewith are hereby repealed. 
Section 4. This Act shall take effect upon becoming a law. 


REPORT OF COMMITTEE ON UNIFICATION OF THE BAR 


The undersigned Committee appointed by you under a resolution of the Association 
adopted at its annual meeting in Havana last year, submits herewith a report of 
its activities. 
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Your committee has held numerous meetings which have been attended by nearly 
every member and all members have rendered most active, enthusiastic and whole-hearted 
service. 


At its first meeting the Committee decided that it had no authority to propose 
an organization of the Bar of the state which would conflict with this Association. 
It also concluded that as a matter of policy its effort should be devoted to proeuring 
the results desired through the medium of the courts rather than through legislative 
action. In these decisions, it was unanimous. The history of attempts to raise the 
standards of admission to the Bar and enforcing discipline of lawyers who have been 
licensed caused us to believe that it was practically impossible to achieve desired results 
through legislation. The Committee was also of the opinion that regulation by the 


courts themselves would be more practicable and movable as statutory regulation tends to 
become static. 


We had before us rules which had been adopted by the Missouri Supreme Court 
and statutes adopted in various states as well as rules and regulations adopted under 
the authority of such statutes. A close study was made of all sourees of information 
on the subject. 


The work of the Committee was directed toward the accomplishment of four 
definite results. First, the establishment of standards of conduct to be required of 
attorneys who may be licensed. Second, the raising of the standards required for 
admission to the Bar. Third, the establishment of a procedure for the investigation and 
prosecution of lawyers who fail to conform to established standards. Fourth, the 
creation of a fund with which to conduct the necessary investigations and prosecutions. 


The Supreme Court of Florida in November adopted by rule of court the Canons 
of Professional Ethies and the Canons of Judicial Ethics which have been promulgated 
by the American Bar Association. This accomplished the first purpose mentioned. 


As the Supreme Court had only recently by rule established a requirement that 
all candidates for admission should have a high school education or its equivalent it 
was felt that it could at this time increase the requirement that all candidates for 
admission should have at least two years of college education and be possessed of a 
degree from a recognized law school or its equivalent. These have long been’ the mini- 
mum standards recommended by the American Bar Association. 


After conferences with the Board of Law Examiners we decided to recommend the 
abolition of that Board and the creation of a Commission of the Supreme Court to pass 
on the admission of applicants, though we admit that it would be unwise to establish 
such a commission until after the State Board is abolished. 


While the Committee was considering the proposed rules the Supreme Court 
adopted a rule authorizing the appointment by Circuit Judges of local committees 
to investigate complaints. This rule was adopted upon a petition of the Jacksonville 
Bar Association. We have proposed a modification of that rule by authorizing the 
creation of a commission of the Supreme Court to recommend the names of members 
of the local Cireuit Court commissions to the Supreme Court. We have also proposed 


a procedure for the hearing and trial of complaints which are found by them to be 
justified. 


The fourth rule proposed requires the payment of an annual registration fee and 
for the publication of a list of all qualified lawyers for the information of the courts 
and the general public. 


These rules were submitted to the conference of Bar Delegates at its meeting in 
Panama City and received its approval. The rules were published in the December 
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issue of the Florida State Bar Journal after which we filed a petition with the Supreme 
Court for the adoption of the “rules in the form herewith indicated or with such 
modification as may, by the Court, be deemed necessary to accomplish the results 
sought.” We attach hereto a copy of the petition and proposed rules, Notice of 
hearing on the petition was then published in five daily papers—in Jacksonville, Tampa, 
Miami, Orlando and Pensacola and hearing was held March 26th. 


The St. Petersburg Association has approved the proposed rules and so has the 
Seminole Bar Association, except that the approval of the latter was conditioned upon 
the reduction of the registration fee from three dollars per year to one dollar per year. 
The Board of Directors of the Dade County Association has also by resolution approved 
the proposed rules. 


The only serious objection that has been made was presented to the Court at the 
hearing in Tallahassee. A brief was filed by one attorney and oral arguments in 
opposition were made, one by an attorney and one by a Circuit Judge. 


The brief questioned the authority of the Court to promulgate the rules. The 
oral argument questioned not only the power of the Court to promulgate the rules 
but also the wisdom of adopting them, with particular reference to the increased edu- 
cational requirement. 


The members of this Committee have made an elaborate study of cases passing on 
the power of the Court to regulate admission to the bar and investigate and punish 
attorneys guilty of unprofessional conduct, we are unanimously of the opinion that 
the Court has the power to adopt rules on this subject. The only part of the rules 
for which we have no judicial precedent is the section of the fourth rule, which require» 
the payment of an annual registration fee. This feature was taken from the Missouri 
rules. 


The Committee is of the opinion contrary to certain statements made in two 
Florida decisions (which we consider dicta) that the power to regulate admission to 
the Bar is necessarily a part of the judicial power and that it is inconsistent and 
unreasonable to assert that the courts may disbar but cannot admit. 


The Committee does not claim that the proposed rules are perfect. The rules 
do represent a condensed expression of its views. We realize that it is for the Court 
to determine what the rules shall be. 


Statements were made at the hearing that the sentiment of the bar does not 
support the petition. Inasmuch as the form of the rules has not been considered by 
the Association we recommend consideration of them at this time to the end that an 
expression of the opinion of the Association be incorporated in the record. If your 
Committee has misinterpreted the instructions given it or if the form of the rules does 
not receive the full approval of all members of the Association we respectfully eall 
attention to the fact that the proposed rules are only the suggestions of the Committee 
and that it is within the power of the Court to modify them as it may deem proper. 
It is not necessary that the Court accept the rules in the form proposed or also deny 
the petition but rather the petition is for rules that will accomplish the results desired. 


Your Committee also respectfully recommends that the Association continue its 
efforts as it believes that only in that way will any result be accomplished. 


If the Association should conclude to seek legislative regulation, we call attention 
to the approaching session of that body and the necessity for prompt action on our 
part. 


Respectfully submitted, 
GILES J. PATTERSON. 
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PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE 


By M. CARABALLO, President 


It is my pleasure in this my first message to report that substantial progress has 
been made in our endeavors to enact into law the proposed Criminal Code. 


Your Executive Council, realizing that they were under a_ time-hand‘cap, have 
labored intensively to that end, have held three meetings since our elect'on, two ef 
which were in Tallahassee. 


With the cooperation of Senator Holland and the Hon, F. B. Harrell, Chairmau 
of the Judiciary “A” Committees of both Houses, a joint meeting of said committees 
took place in Tallahassee on April 21st, at which time Sen. John P. Stokes, the Hon. 
E. W. Davis and the Hon. J. C. Adkins, members of the committee who prepared the 
Code, explained the salient points thereof to the assembled Legislators, and the resu!t 
of this method of procedure is that on the 4th day of May the Judiciary “A” Committee 
ot the Senate voted to introduce the bill as a committee bill and it is expected that 
the House committee will do likewise very shortly. It will be apparent that by pro- 
ceeding in this way we have saved considerable time and what is still more important, 
our bill will carry with it the prestige of these two committees. 


There were several sections that met a good deal of opposition and in order to 
prevent the defeat of the entire bill, Sen. Stokes offered five alternative sections for 
the consideration of these bodies. What the outcome will be, of course, no one as yet 
can prophesy. The outlook is quite encouraging. Your officers and the Legislative 
Committee are right behind this measure and no efforts will be spared to see it through. 
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PRESENTATION BY MR. JOHN P. STOKES 


President Martin Caraballo presented Mr. Jno. P. Stokes who ably presented 
the proposed code on behalf of the Committee. Other members attending the hearing 
were E. W. Davis, chairman, and J. C. Adkins, a member of the Committee drafting 
the proposal; Ed R. Bentley, Seeretary of the Association; Guyte MeCord, and Chas. 
A. Ausley, chairman and vice-chairman respectively of the Legislative Committee ; 
James Whitehurst and William Jones. Mr. Stokes made the following formal presenta- 
tion but answered many questions and otherwise elaborated on certain features of 


the bill: 


“The Committee of the Florida State Bar Association on Reform of the Criminal 
Procedure has adopted as the basis of its recommendations the model Code of Criminal 
Procedure drafted by the Committee of the American Law Institute and approved by 
the Institute. 


The Committee of The American Law Institute, which drafted the model Code of 
Criminal Procedure, consisted of two Reporters, Professor William E. Mikell and 
Professor Edwin R. Keedy, both of the University of Pennsylvania Law School. They 
had as advisers three judges, five law professors and four practicing attorneys. The 
work was begun in 1925, and preliminary drafts, as amended after consideration by 
the Council, were submitted in the form of tentative drafts to the members of the 
Institute for consideration at the annual meetings of 1928 and 1929. They were also 
considered at a conference of the State Bar Association Cooperating Committees in 1929. 


At the annual meeting of the Institute in 1930, a draft of the Code, as finally 
approved by the Council, was considered at length by a committee of those particularly 
interested in the subject. Important scetions of the Code were separately voted on, 
some amendments were made which were subsequently ratified by the Couneil, and 
the entire Code was adopted by a unanimous vote. 


The Committee of the Florida State Bar Association has had the matter under 
consideration at its several meetings held during the past four years. The Committee 
consists of E. W. Davis of Orlando, former State Attorney, as chairman, William 
Fisher of Pensacola, former County Solicitor, Cireuit Judge Millard B. Smith of 
Titusville, William A. Hallowes of Jacksonville, recently nominated for State Attorney 
in that Cireuit, Herbert S. Phillips of Tampa, United States Attorney for the Southern 
District of Florida, J. C. Adkins, State Attorney, of Gainesville, P. L. Gaskins of 
Jacksonville, former State Attorney in his Cireuit, and myself, 


The proposed code is embraced in one proposed act of the Legislature to consist of 
417 sections. It is impossible to review the proposed code in detail, but some of the 
high lights may be stated as follows: 


1. To bring forward in a single Act, available to all judges, prosecuting attorneys, 
law enforcement officers and defendants’ counsel, the body of the law of the criminal 
procedure. 

2. To provide that after an indictment has been returned by a grand jury, it 
shall not thereafter be subject to question because of any lack of qualifications in any 
of the grand jurors or any irregularity in the organization of that body. An indictment 
after all is nothing but an accusation. The main question to be determined is not 
whether the defendant has been regularly accused but whether he is guilty or not guilty 
of the crime charged. Such a proposal, as embodied in the Code, has existence in 
Mississippi and in New Jersey, and perhaps in other States, and has been sustained 
by the Supreme Court of the United States. 
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3. To provide simplified forms of indictment and information so as to do away 
with needless technicalities. 


4. To require witnesses, when necessary to secure their presence at trial, to give 
security for their appearance and, when unable to give such security, to take their 
depositions in the presence of the accused and the prosecuting attorney for the use 
ot the proseeution or the defense at the trial. 


5. To abolish special pleas, and substitute a motion to quash in lieu of all 
other motions, special pleas and demurrers; the pleas of “guilty” and “not guilty,” 
however, to be retained. This is intended to do away with any argument as to the 
proper method of questioning an indictment or information, or bringing forward any 
other question. 


6. To require advance notice to be given by the defendant to the prosecuting 
attorney where the defense of insanity or an alibi is to be relied on. This is to give 
the prosecuting attorney an opportunity to prepare against such a special defense. 


7. To abolish writs of error and to substitute an appeal as the sole method of 
review in a criminal ease. Such is the practice now in the Federal Courts. 


8. To permit the State to appeal on questions of law but not so as to subject 
an acquitted person to a second trial on the merits of' the ease. 


9. To provide that an appearance bond may be recorded in the office of the 
Clerk of the Cireuit Court and become a lien upon such real estate of the sureties 
as shall be pledged for the appearance of the accused. 


10. To provide for alternate jurors, not exceeding two, in the discretion of the 
presiding judge. This provision is that whenever the judge deems it appropriate he 
may swear in one or two extra jurors who shall sit with the regular panel and, if any 
of the regular panel should die or become disabled or unable to function, the ‘alternate 
jurors may be successively substituted and the trial continue. This is to do away with 
mistrials and starting a trial anew if anything should happen to a juror, Such practice 
prevails in the Federal Courts.” 


FLORIDA STATE BAR ASSOCIATION 


LIFE*S RECORDS CLOSED 


JEFFERSON B. BROWN Atlantic coast and to Cedar Key on the 
Jefferson B. Brown, Cireait Judge of — coast during the Spanish American 
Dade and Monroe Counties, former Pres- W — He was also chairman of the one 
ident of the State Senate and Chief Jus- Railvead Commission from 1008 to 1907. 
tice of the Florida Supreme Court, died 
on May 4th at his home in Key West. 
The Judge had been in ill health for 
some time and would have been 80 years 
old on June 7th. Judge Brown had a Upon being notified of his death, the 
distinguished career, besides the Judicial Florida State Senate and the House of 
offices mentioned above, he was Collector Representatives recessed as a mark of re- 
of Customs for the Key West District, spect for the man who had rendered such 
which extended north to Jupiter on the distinguished service to his native state, 


He resigned from the Supreme Court of 
Florida to accept the Cireuit Judgeship at 
Key West, his native city. 
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M. VICTOR MILLER 


M. Victor Miller, 32, prominent attorney 
of Miami, was killed in an automobile 
crash near St. Augustine on April 18th. 
The crash was said to have been caused 
by one of Florida’s “sacred cows.” 


Meeting death along with Mr. Miller 
was Paul G. Jeans, Editor of the Miami 
Tribune, for which Mr. Miller was at- 
torney. 


E. BARCLAY WARD 


E. Barclay Ward, a practicing attorney 
of Miami, recently died in that city. He 
was born in 1900 and admitted to practic: 
in Florida in 1922. 


P. ROBERT G. SJOSTROM 


Word has come to the Law Journal of 
the death of P. Robert G. Sjostrom, mem- 
ber of the Dade County Bar Association 
and practicing lawyer in Miami for many 
years. He was born in 1859. 


JACKSONVILLE’S 
LARGEST and 
FINEST HOTEL 


BOOS] EV: 
e Conveniently located in ae 
downtown business, shopping and 
theater district. Every room an 
room with private bath,(no court) 
— ice fan od 
‘oom be. Superior cuisine 
in Carling Grill, and in the Tavern. 
All Outside Rooms---No Court 
Circulating Ice Water in every room 
77 Rooms-- Single with Private Bath $2.00 
44 Rooms - $2.50 _ 55 Rooms - $3.00 
66 Rooms - $3.50 23 Rooms - $4.00 
11 Suites: Parlor Bedroom & Bath - $6.00 
24 Sample Rooms with Private Bath $4.00 


Slight Increase in Rates for Double Occupancy 
Very Attractive Weekly and Monthly Retes 


A Robert R. Meyer Hotel® 


A. B. SMALL 


Judge A. B, Small, age 70, Judge of 
the Criminal Court of Record of Dade 
County, died in Miami on May 8th. Judge 
Small’s term would have expired August 
4th. 


Judge W. F. Brown, who had been 
elected’ in the 1936 election to succeed him 
has also died and Ross Williams was ap- 
pointed last week to take Judge Small’s 
place. 


Judge Small is survived by one son and 
one daughter. 


“IMPROVING THE ADMINISTRA- 
TION OF JUSTICE” 


The April issue of the Journal of the 
American Judicature Society carries an 
article by the former President of the 
American Bar Association, Judge William 
L. Ransom, entitled “Improving the Ad- 
ministration of Justice.” 


This is a thought provoking article and 
contains many suggestions of practical 
value. We are making this comment with 
the thought that many of our readers might 
want to refer to this article. 


FOR SALE: Ist Edition R. C. L., 
supplement 1 to 7 inclusive, 1930 
and 1931 supplements. 55 vol. U. 
8S. C. A. and 1930 supplements. 
L. Ed. U. S. Reports 70 books, 
first 60 of 2 vol. each. All in 
excellent condition. Miscellaneous 
books, odd reports, statutes and 
digests. Library late J. N. 
Hutchins, Esq. List and prices 
on request. Giles F. Lewis, 
Admnr., Orlando, Florida. 


300 Rooms 
{ 
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LOCAL BAR ASSOCIATIONS 


LOCAL BARS MEET 


MANATEE COUNTY 


The Manatee County Bar Association 
enjoyed an outing at a camp on Miakka 
River on the 27th of April. The camp 
belongs to Judge W. H. Tucker, president 
of the Bar Association. 


CLEARWATER 


The Clearwater Bar Association held its 
monthly meeting at the Clearwater Yacht 
Club on May 4th. 


Judge John U. Bird reported on the 
convention of the Florida State Bar As- 
sociation and discussed the importance of 
divorcee litigation. It was proposed that 
attorneys should increase their fees for 
conducting divoree cases and a committee 
was appointed to draft a code of ethics 
for members of the Bar in connection with 
such matters. 


ST. PETERSBURG 


The St. Petersburg Bar is largely re- 
sponsible for a bill recently passed the 
Florida Legislature providing for the hold- 
ing of Cireuit and County Court cases in 
Branch Courts in St. Petersburg as well 
as Clearwater, the County seat. 


For some time Chancery cases have been 
held in St. Petersburg but it is now pro- 
posed to hold the common law eases in 
St. Petersburg. It has been pointed out 
by President H. L. MecGlothlin that this 
would save the state and litigants much 
expense. 


SARASOTA 


The Sarasota County Bar Association, 
on April 15th, elected Frank Redd, vet- 
eran Sarasota attorney, as President to 
succeed Winder H. Surreney. J. D. Gill 
was named Vice President and John Jus- 
tice, Secrétary-Trcasurer. 


The meeting was a luncheon gathering 
with twenty-two members of the Associa- 
tion present. 


The Bar declined to express an opinion 
on President Roosevelt’s Supreme Court 
Plan, as a motion seeking to favor the 
plan was tabled. 


TAMPA AND HILLSBOROUGH 
COUNTY BARS 


The Tampa and Hillsborough County 
Bar Associations have asked the County 
Commission and Budget Board of that 
county to approve a bill now in the Leg- 
islature which would establish a Court 
House Law Library at the county’s ex- 
pense, It is understood the bill has passed 
the lower house and is now pending in 
the Senate. 


The money to buy the books will he 
taken out of the excess fee fund into 
which goes the surplus earnings of the 
Court House fee officers. 


ST. PETERSBURG 


The St. Petersburg Bar Association, fol- 
lowing the course of the Clearwater Bar, 
has approved the divorcee case code and 
has appointed a committee to work with 
the similar committee from the Clearwater 
Bar. 


It is understood that Duval County al- 
ready has such a code, the purpose being 
to prevent a divorcee mill which would 
bring to Florida the reputation which Reno 
now has. 


The Association also approved a draft 
of a proposed constitutional amendment 
to give Pinellas County three  cireuit 
judges. This county now has three cir- 


cuit judges but one of them is paid by 


the county. 
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DADE COUNTY 


Richard H. Hunt, President of the Dade 
County Bar, has announced his committee- 
men for the year. The Committee Chair- 
men are as follows: 


Meetings, W. L. Gray, Jr., 

Courts, T. J. Ellis, 

Legal Education and Admission to the 
Bar, George T. Clark, 

Library, Harry Gordon, 

Ethies, L. O. Casey, 


Unauthorized Practice of the Law, 
Park H. Campbell, 

Legislative, Paul D. Barns, 

Public Relations, Will M. Preston, 


Memorials and Resolutions, Marshall 
C. Wisehart, 

Legal Aide, H. F. Ward, 

Selection of Judges, Thos. H. Ander- 
son, 

Legal Fees, Emmet C. Schoate, 

By-Laws, Roy Sappenfield. 


NEW COURT ROOMS IN PINELLAS COUNTY 


It is essential that Court Rooms for 
Civil, Criminal and Chancery trials should 
keep pace with the progress of the busi- 
ness world. 


As the business world progresses anc 
the population increases, and generel con- 
ditions are changed by modern equipment, 
the work in and about the Couwrt~ also 
grows and expands. 


Court Rooms must be so arranged as 
to provide dignity, balance and efficiency. 
The work of the Courts is as much a busi- 
ness venture as any other activity in the 
business and social world. 


The work of the Courts covers every 
phase of living and business condition. 


Trial of cases in law and in chancery 
should be conducted with dispatch, dignity 
and efficiency; this can be aided greatly 
by creation of modern Court Rooms. 


Realizing the necessity of reconstructing 
the Court Rooms of Pinellas County along 
more dignified and efficient lines in order 
to promote a greater dignity, balance and 
efficiency, the St. Petersburg Bar <Asso- 
ciation appointed a committee some time 
ago to give careful study to the matter and 
to provide plans and models of Cireuit 
Court Rooms for Law and Chancery. 
This committee was composed of James 
Booth, as Chairman, Frank M. Harris, 
and Byron T. Sauls. Mr. Booth had been 
especially interested and active in the mat- 
ter. 


Models were made by students of the 
St. Petersburg Vocational School. These 
models were presented to the St. Peters- 
burg Bar Association and then turned over 
to the County Commissioners of Pinellas 
County. 


The St. Petersburg Bar Association com- 
mittee appeared before the County Com- 
missioners of Pinellas County and _ peti- 
tioned them to create a Chambers Court 
Room in St. Petersburg and to remodel 
the Cireuit Court Room in Clearwater in 
accordance with models submitted. The 
petition was immediately granted, and the 
Chambers Court Room was built in St. 
Petersburg. 


Thereafter the St. Petersburg Bar As- 
sociation committee appeared before the 
Clearwater Bar Association and requested 
their cooperation in bringing about the 
remodeling of the Cireuit Court Room in 
the Court House at Clearwater. The Clear- 
water Bar Association immediately gave 
its full cooperation and appointed a com- 
mittee consisting of Ralph Richards, 
Chairman, State Senator J. Locke Kelly 
and Ed $8. Whitson to act with the St. 
Petersburg Bar Association Committee. 


The County Commissioners were again 
appealed to by these committees from St. 
Petersburg and Clearwater, and action was 
taken by the Commissioners which pro- 
vided for the reconstruction and remodel- 
ing of the Circuit Court Room, and also a 
Chambers Court Room in Clearwater. 


| 
i 


Pinellas County Court Room—Clearwater : 


204 FLORIDA LAW JOURNAL 


The picture of the Chambers Court 
Room located in St. Petersburg, is a dig- 
nified, well balanced and efficient Court 
Room. The witness box is movable, being 
placed on large ball bearing rollers, and 
is placed directly in front of the Judge 
so that the witness is constantly before 
the Judge, talking directly to him. The 
distance from the Judge to the witness 
can be varied, but always preserves the 
psychology of the situation by a clearly 
defined distance between the Judge and 
the witness, thereby maintaining a very 
dignified respect for the Court. 


The Counsel tables are so placed as to 
give both counsel an equal opportunity with 
the Judge and witnesses, and at the same 
time not to interfere with each: other in 
any respect. 


The floor is of thick cork, creating quiet- 
ness within the room. The public is amply 
provided for as well as visiting attorneys 
who desire to listen to the case being tried. 


The Law Court Rocm where Civil and 
Criminal eases are tried, is located in the 
Court House at the County seat at Clear- 


water, Florida, and is available for use 
also by the County Court. 


The outstanding features inelude a thick 
cork floor for quietness, a movable wit- 
ness box and jury box which are placed 
on large ball bear rollers ajlowing the 
witness and jury boxes to be moved for- 
ward or backward; two counsel tables with 
glass tops allowing equal advantages to 
attorneys for plaintiff and defendant and 
granting equal protection from interfer- 
ence. The Court Reporter is convenient 
to the witnesses as well as to the attorneys 
and Judge. The petit jury as drawn for 
the term is provided special benches with- 
in the Court Room proper so that they will 
be apart from the general public. The 
Grand Jury is amply provided for at a 
proper distance from the Judge and at- 
torneys and spectators. The color scireme 
is medium mahogany finish, lending a dig- 
nified atmosphere, while the efficiency 
and balance of the Court Room are brought 
out definitely, resulting in a_ businesslike 
atmosphere. 


The Chambers Court Room at Clear- 
water is correspondingly attractive and 
efficient. 


JUNIOR BAR SECTION 


em) 


REPORT OF MEMBERSHIP COMMITTEE 


On behalf of the membership committee of the Junior Bar Section of the Florida 
State Bar Association, it is my pleasure to report to you the various activities within 


the province of our Committee. 


Soon after your appointment of this Committee, it took under consideration the 


manner in which it had best proceed in order that the purpose of its creation, the securing 
of many more attorneys of the calibre which will make the Florida State Bar Association 
more able to carry om with its meritorious undertakings, might best be served. 


After going into this matter carefully, and receiving the able assistance and views 
of Edwin M. Clarke, past chairman of such committee, this Committee concluded that the 
success or failure of this portion of the Junior Bar Section’s program would rest upon 
the securing of an organization which could be depended upon to do the necessary work. 


With this in mind, the Committee using the fifteen district chairmen of the Junior 
Bar Section geographically loeated throughout the state, one in each judicial cireuit, 
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as the nucleus trom which to work, and with the cooperation of these chairmen and 
the Executive Committee, caused the careful selection and appointment of a local 
chairman for each county in the several circuits, unless the district chairman could 
efficiently handle his territory and preferred to do so. 


The Committee, after spending considerable time in studying existing conditions 
relative to the membership, decided that it would not confine its efforts to one concen- 
trated membership drive but would attempt to function over a more extended period 
of time, with the thought that this would eliminate a possible burden at any one time, 


and would give each worker ample opportunity to fulfill his portion of this important 
voluntary service more at his leisure. 


Our Committee felt that the policy set last year in not confining the efforts to 
increase the membership of the Junior Bar Section, an integral part of the State 


Association, but to the Florida State Bar Association as a whole was highly proper and 
should be adhered to. 


Feeling that one of the most fruitful fields of non members of the calibre which 
will assist in bringing honor to the profession in public service would be found in local 
har associations, and in securing same, lay foundation for many more group member- 
ships, the initial activity of the local chairmen was directed to them. To each of the 
district chairmen were forwarded supplies, suggestions and full information. And upon 
the district chairmen was placed the responsibility of contacting the local chairmen 
and disseminating the material, and generally supervising the campaign in each cireuit. 


After the first of the year, the membership campaign was made state-wide, and 


our aim was to personally invite all eligible non members to join the Florida State 
Bar Association. 


At the present time, we have been unable to have the reports from each of the 
fifteen districts, but we wish to include a resume of the results of the campaign in 
those from which a report is available. 


First Circuit: John T. Wigginton of Milton represents this organization in the 


first cireuit, and he reports that Local Chairman Lloyd C. Powell, of Okaloosa County 
has secured two new applicants. 


Second Circuit: W. K. Whitfield of Tallahassee is the district chairman for the 


second cireuit and he assured the splendid cooperation’ of his’ territory by sending eight 
new applications. 


Third Cireuit: We are unable to present a report from this district of which 
A. K. Black, Lake City, is Chairman. 


Fourth Circuit: The activities in this district are in the capable hands of L. K. 
Walrath, and through the efforts of he and Local Chairman W. F. Fairbanks of Duval 
County, mimeograph letter were sent to all non members in connection with their efforts. 
To date, eighteen applicants have been secured. 


Fifth Circuit: A. S. Herlong, Jr., represents the Fifth district and through his 
fine cooperation efforts are being made to personally contact every eligible non member. 
Two new applications have been forwarded. 


Sixth Circuit: We are not able to present a complete report from this district 
which is under the supervision of Jack Dew, St. Petersburg, St. Petersburg Bar Associa- 
tion and the Clearwater Bar Association both enjoy the group membership plan, 
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Seventh Circuit: The chairman in this district is Charles W. Luther and through 
the cooperation in his cireuit, we received four new applications. 


Eighth Circuit: T. E. Dunean is representing the Eighth district and he reports 
that the greatest majority of lawyers in his district are in Gainesville and there are 
only four non members there, which Mr. John A. H. Murphree reported he was unable 
to secure. 


Ninth Circuit: The bar in the ninth cireuit is well represented, but C. O. Andrews, 
Jr., who is district chairman thereof reports fourteen new applicants. Billy Dial, Local 
Chairman of Orange County, and also Secretary and Treasurer of the Orange County 
Bar Association, which enjoys the group membership plan, not only secured nine new 
applicants, but collected over sixty old members dues. While in Seminole, which is 
under the supervision of W. Herbert Messer, a group membership; was put through by 
his efforts assisted by the Committee, netting five new members. 


Tenth Cirewit: Franklin Garner is district chairman of the tenth cireuit and he 
reports that he and his loeal chairmen were unable to arouse much interest, but caused 
the back dues of one member to be paid. 


Eleventh Circuit: This district is represented by Atwood Dunwody and through the 
efforts of he and Henry Taylor, Jr., local chairman of Dade County, five new members 
were secured. A real effort was made here and it is felt that many of the applications 
sent in by Dade County lawyers were influenced by such work. 


Twelfth Cireuit: Wilson Ward is chairman of the twelfth district, but we are 
unable to make a report on it. 


Thirteenth Circuit: Alexander Akerman, Jr., is chairman of this cireuit, but likewise, 
we are unable to make a report thereon. 


Fourteenth Circuit: This district is represented by C. R. Mathis, Jr., of Panama 
City, and he reports that all his efforts have not created any interest. 


Fifteenth Circuit: Through the fine cooperation of Harry W. Stewart, Jr., West 
Palm Beach, chairman of the fifteenth district, and R. C. Prescott, local chairman, 
Palm Beach County, we are able to report seven new applicants. And considering 
the fact that there remains only four non members in Palm Beach County, Mr, Stewart 
and Mr. Prescott are to be doubly congratulated. 


In connection with this work several reports have been made to John Dickinson, 
president of the Junior Bar Section, and Ed R. Bentley, secretary and treasurer of 
this association. A copy of such reports are attached hereto. 


By way of summary of the current results of our campaign, we secured a total 
ot sixty new members, collected the sum of $126.50, from new applicants, and this 
total sum, together with the applications has been forwarded to Ed R. Bentley, Secretary 
and Treasurer of the association. 


In addition to the concrete results obtained, it is hoped that the membership 
campaign created more interest in the state association and its undertakings. 

At this point, it is our desire to express our sincere appreciation to all those 
members of the Junior Bar Section who assisted in this work. 


Respectfully submitted, 


GEO. A. SPEER, Jr., Chairman, 
Membership Committee, Junior Bar Section. 
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wishes lo call your allention ho 


Trust Department 
of the Bank 


This department administers Court Tuusts, 


The protection of the rightsof.and furoper 
are fundamental elements of the policy 
ofoux Doprantment 


Nardin Goodman 
ville, Vice Puesidontand Trust Ufficor 


The GEORGE WASHINGTON 


300 Rooms with Shower and Bath 


The Wonder Hotel of the South, Radio and every 
known facility for first class operations ee 


GARAGE in direct connection with lobby 
RATES from $2.50 - JAN., FEB., MAR. from $3.00 


The MAYFLOWER 


300 Rooms with Bath and Shower 
Famed for its hospitality and favored alike 
by Winter Visitors and Commercial Travelers 
eeeRadio « e GARAGE adjoining 


RATES from $2.00 - - JAN., FEB., MAR. $2.50 


James J. Pege-Manager 


The 
125 Rooms e « e Baths 


You'll be pleased with its convenience, cor..- 
“srt and service. Moderate prices preveil- 


GARAGE directly connected. 
RATES from $1.00 - JAN., FEB, MAR.$1.50 Leland S. Turner- Manager 


west. PAL M A CH 


The GEORGE 


WASHINGTON 
200 Rooms with Bath and Showers 


Open all the Year = Radio and every 
modern convenience and service for 


RATES from $2.50 - JAN., FEB., MAR. $3.00 
¥%& Reasonable Rates Posted in Every Room 


KLOEPPEL HOTELS 
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A 
Nolen B. Williams 
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B. J. Jeeckel- Manager 
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“More For The Money. 


Out of the economic studies of the past eight years has 


come a fresh and authoritative confirmation of how America 
can go ahead. 


What America needs is More of Everything — and a more 
plentiful distribution of the fruits of its progress. 


And how? The economists find “more for the money” the 
underlying principle through which this can be reached. 
This then is the shortest, straightest path to a more abun- 
dant life for all of the people. 


Realizing the importance of these findings the publishers of 
Shepard's Citations have very definitely extended their op- 
erations in the citation field of legal research. 


The original system of citations to cases has not only been 


improved and greatly enlarged but new statute divisions 
have been added. 


Methods and production facilities now include every modern, 
scientific device for the purpose of insuring economy and 
efficiency. A superior personnel has been and is in train- 
ing to master the tasks ahead. 


With this extension in the scope of its seventy units, subscrib- 
ers to Shepard's Citations are receiving “More for their 


Money” today than at any time during the 65 years of its 
existence. 


SHEPARD’S CITATIONS 
The Frank Shepard Company 


76-88 Lafayette Street 
New York 
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TAT 


The Up-to-Date Florida Lawyer’s 


Library Includes--- 


Compiled General Laws of Florida, 
6 Vols., with Permanent Cumula- 
tive Supplement, 6 Vols. 12 Vol- 

Encyclopedic (“Life-Time’”) Digest 
of Florida Reports, 15 Vols., with 
Current Pocket Parts 


Florida Supreme Court Reports, 
Vols. 1 to 22, Reprinted in Five 
Books 


Redfearn on Wills and Administra- 
tion of Estates in Florida, with Cur- 
rent Pocket Supplement 


Florida Chancery Act Annotated, 
2nd Ed., by Edward McCarthy 


Descriptive folders, also 
terms, mailed on request 


JOHN M. ELLIOTT 
Florida Representative 


$160.00 


175.00 


90.00 


17.50 


THE HARRISON COMPANY 


Law Book Publishers 
Atlanta, Georgia 


HARRISON SERVICE SAVES TIME - PROTECTS CLIENTS 
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